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Fil VX DALE renn - „ 


DEEENCE 
REASONS, &. 


nnn Learned Anſwerer of 
S AN eo) Faria A 
SAY 9 the Reaſons, &c. tho' ſome- 


75 what a Plain-Dealer in the 
= 5550 Title. Page, ſalutes with great 
Ceremony and good Hu- 
mour in the Beginning of his Book. From 


hence he proceeds to acquaint the Reader, 


that nothing but the Importance of the 
Caſe, and the Preventing ill Impreſſions 
could have prevail d with him to take pub- 
lick Notice of the Reaſons, &c. (a) I am 
altogether govern'd by the fame Motives : 


"Twas the Intereſt of Truth, and the 


Weight of the Matter, which engaged me 
in the Controverly. And were it not for 


— > 


- (a) No Reaſon, dc P. 1. 5 
| B theſe | 


© NR, gr. 

theſe Conſiderations, perſonal Regard and 
old Friendſhip would keep me from car- 
rying on the Diſpute with this Learned 
Gentleman. As to his Performance, he 
has deliver'd his Mind with ſuch Perſpi- 


- cuity, that his Meaning can hardly be mi- 


ſtaken: He has not been ſparing of his 
Learning, and his Management is artful 
enough. But being convinc'd his Eſſa 

upon the four Heads falls ſhort of Satif- 
faction, I think myſelf obliged to defend 
the Reaſons, &c. And in regard this Learn- 
ed Gentleman comes on with great Vigour 
and Inclination, I muſt crave Leave to exa- 
mine, whether his Zeal and his Evidence are 
exactly proportion'd. And fince, in my 
Opinion, his Animadverfions have only per- 
plex'd the Argument, I ſhall endeavour to 
- diſentangle the Caſe, to diſpell the- Miſt, 


and prevent a Surprize of unwary Under- 


ſtandings. 


The Learned Author of No Reaſon, &c. 


(b) begins with attempting the Diſproof 
of the Antiquity of mixing Water with 


the Wine for the Holy Euchariſt : He ſays, 


We hear Nothing of this Practice till Juſtin 
| Martyr mentions it. And is not this 
early enough ? Is not Juſtin Martyr the 
firſt Father, who gives an Account of the 


( No Reaſon, &c. p. 3. * Toid. : 
=: \ Y Chri- 


8 


8 See-. 2 


EY 


189 hed * * » =» ad 


(3) 


_ Chriſtian Worſhip ? I ſay, the firſt whoſe 


Works are extant : For the Apologies of 
Ouadratus and Ariſtides,tho' but little older, 
are loſt. (c) Beſides, does not this Learned 
Anſwerer grant S. Juſtin's Narrative was 
written within leſs than fifty Years after 


the Death of S. Jobn 2 For 150 Years 


after our Saviour's Incarnation, as our Au- 
ſcuerer words it, (d) tho it ſounds ſome- 


what loud, falls within leſs than fifty Vears 


of the Death of that Apoſtle. And, I be- 
lieve, ten Years may fairly be cut off from 


this dar Jain 1 


That Juſtin Martyr meant Wine mixt 


with Water by «papa, is beyond Di- 


ſpute, notwithſtanding our Author's Obje- 
ction * : This, I ſay, is clear beyond Di- 
ſpute, from two other Teſtimonies of this 

ather. Here, in the ſame Apology, (e) 
the Martyr informs us, © That Bread, and 
* Wine, and Water, was brought to the 


<, Prefident or Biſhop. And a little before, 


in his Deſcription of the ſame Solemnity, he 
acquaints the Emperor, ** that the Deacons 


gave all the Congregation Part of the 


* Bread, Wine, and Water, which was eucha- 


— —2 


— 


2 2 3 Z. J. 4. c. 3. yy 

(4) No Reaſon, &c. p. 3. p. 4. 

(e Af aezogies), Ye, Y dp. Tull. rt. 
Apol. 2. Edit. genie Paril. p. 162. | . N 


B 2 & riſtiz d 


E 


ce riſtiz'd or Bee by Conſecration ” (e): 
And then adds, that the Apoſtles were com- 


manded by our Saviour to celebrate in the 


ſame manner * : And if ſo, the Mixture 
in the Sacramental Cup could not be unknown 
to the Apoſiles, as our Learned Anjoverer 


ſuggeſts. (f) 


The Water therefore, mention's by Ju- 


ſtin Martyr as diſtin& from the cpνν, is 
moſt probably the Water the Deacon gave 
the Biſhop and Prieſts who aſſiſted at the 
Altar: That this was the Cuſtom before 
officiatins at the Communion- Service, we 


learn from S. Cyril of Feruſalem (g): The 


Ufe they made of it, was to waſh their 
Hands, with ſome farther Religious Sig- 
nification. Farther, «paua never fignifies 
Wine eg ; but xαννμ: according to 
uſtin Martyr, was the Lachner 
e Gurt receiv d. 1 55 
Upon the Whole; unleſs. the Marrys Was 
an ignorant or unfair Reporter of the Holy 
Solemnity, the Euchariſtick Wine had Wa- 
ter mixt with it, and was likewiſe Part of 
our Saviour's Inſtitution. For unleſs they 
had this ase we muft n 0 


— 


) Ad Ts c cceradis & 4 d pre, x 317 705 
* S.. Juſt. Mart. 2 My is * 
* ) Ibid. | N | 
eg, Kc. p. 4. 
re * — J. bat Oxon. p. 295. 


* primo 


(5) 
primo Primitive Chriſtians guilty of refining 
upon our Saviour, and going off from his 
Precedent and Command; we muſt, I ſay, 
ſuppoſe them guilty of this Prevarication, 
by their making a Change in the Matter of 
the Sacrament : But this is a Preſumption, 
which can't reaſonably be thrown upon fo 
early and unexceptionable a Period. 

To the Teſtimonies brought from Jre- 
naus and Clemens Alexandrinus for the Mix- 
ture, the Learned Anſwerer replies, That 
neither of them ſpeat a Word of its being 
neceſſary. Bur do they not both give in 
plain Evidence for the Uſage 2 And can we 
imagine the Church, at this Time of Day, 
would have ventur'd thus far in the higheſt 
Myſtery, without ſufficient Authority 2 But 
this is not all: Their Evidence may be far- 
ther preſs'd. . To begin with S. Irencut: 
This Father, diſputing againſt Marcion, tells 
us, that our Saviour call'd the Bread his 
Body, and the mist Sacramental Cup 
“ his Blood. (6) Now, if our Saviour 
afirm'd the Water and Wine his Blood, and 
if he deſignꝰ'd his Blood ſnhould be receiv'd 
in the Euchariſt, muſt it not be receiv'd in 
the ſame Ingredients, which he calls his 
Blood, that is, in Wine mixt with Water ? 


* — th. 


—_ * PIE WE 4 
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cn) Temperementum calicis ſuun ſang uinem confiryavit. Iren. 
J. 4. RO 57. Edit. Grabe. 
| And 


— 
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And is all this not fo much as a Word to 
inferr the Neceſſity ? 

The ſame Father, ſpeaking of the Here- 
tical Ebzonites, obſerves, That they re- 
< jected the Mixture of the Heavenly Wine, 
«© and only made uſe of Water“ . And 
that the Ebionites put nothing but Water 


in the Sacramental Cup, we haye the far- 


ther Teſtimony of Epiphanius. 8 

Irenæus, in the ſame Book, ſpeaks: once 
more home to the Point. He 2 to the 
Text in S. Matth. xxvi. 29. Our Lord, 
4 ſays he, promis'd his Diſciples to drink 
the MIX T Cup new with them in his 
* Kingdom. ( 

And here S. renæus calls this the mixt 


Cup, which our Saviour calls the Fruit of 


the Vine, which is a clear Proof this Father 
believ'd our Saviour drank the Sacram 10 
Cup mixt. 


And as for Clemens Alexandrinus,: no- 


thing can be fuller to the Purpoſe: He de- 
clares expreſly, That the Lagos, or eter- 
<« nal Son of God, order'd the Blood of 


© the 9 to boomnixt with Water, as s his 


"FS. 


* Ane bi commixtionem vini ini caleftis, & Ja Ty 
laris volunt eſſe, &c. Id. I. 5. e. 1. . 
(i) Hareſ. 30. | 

(k) Has enim & Dominus docuit, mixtionem edlicis novam 
Reg 10 cum \ tart babirurum | elicit. Iren. lib. 5. 
6. 30. | ; | | 


town 


. 


(7) 
< own: Blood has Happineſs or Salvation 
incorporated with it. (1) 

Thus, by this Father's Doctrine, *twas our 
Saviour's Wil the Wine ſhould be mixt with 
Water: Tis @cayoavro rod Avoyov. Now 
God's Will, when known, is moſt certainly 
binding : Thus whatever is our Duty to do, 
muſt of Neceſſity be done, and can't be law- 
fully omitted, 

The Learned Anſwerer proceeds to con- 
ſider the Paſſages cited from S. Cyprian: He 
confeſſes this Father is very poſitive for the 
Uſe of the Water, and averrs it our Saviour's 
Inſtitution (m). And would this Learned 
Biſhop, who was ſo near the Apoſtolical 
Age, would this Holy Martyr deliver him- 
ſelf in this Determining Manner, without 
ſure Grounds for his Aſſertion 2 Our An- 


ſoerer thinks he would, and endeavours to 


diſable his Teſtimony. 9 

He begins his Attempt with affirming, tis 
poſſible, that S. Cyprian, being remov'd from 
the Riſe of Chriſtianity as far as the Third 
Century, might think the adminiſtring in a 
mixt Cup, of longer ſtanding, and greater 
Authority, than really it was f. 


2 


0 Ti alu Tins Saquans dd xi hel- 
EarrTQ@- Aly, ws x) 79 ah du reis KIPYaATA. 
Pædagog. I. 2. c. 2. — 


(m) No Kgaſon, &c. p. 5. + Ibid. 9p. 7. 
Here's 


SS 
Here's nothing but bare Poſſibility ad- 
vanc'd againſt the Martyr's poſitive Evi- 


dence. And can this turn the Balance, or 


amount to the leaſt Diſproof 2 Was not 
S. Cyprian, who liv'd in the Third, a better 
Judge of the Point in Controverſy, than 
woe who live in the Eigbteenth Century? 


And can we imagine S. Cyprien's Piety and 


Learning would preſs the Mixture from 
our Saviour's Practice and Command, with- 
out Certainty in the Fact e Would he con- 
tent himſelf with gueſſing about the Matter 
of ſo ſacred and beneficial an Inſtirution ? 
For all this, he might be out in his Tradition 
for the Mixture, no leſs than in the Reaſon be 
aſſigns for it. To explain this, we are to 
obſerve that S. Cyprian believ d the Water 
in the Sacramental Cup ſignified the peo- 
ple, and the Mixture repreſented the Union 
of Chriſt with his Church. And does the 
Anſwerer diſprove this Reaſoning ꝰ Not at 
all. He ſays no more, than that *tis poſſi- 


ble be might be out. And if *tis only pofli- 


ble he was in the wrong, tis highly proba- 
ble he was in the right: And-thus the 
Weight of the Argument will lie in S. Cy- 
prian's Scale. But ſuppoſing, tho' not grant- 
ing, S. Cyprian ſomewhat, wide in his Com- 
ment upon the Signihcation of the Water; 


* 
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0 9 ) 
Kivill by no means follow he was miſtaken 
in che 4 For is it not much eaſier 
to know Matter of Fact, than all the myſte- 
rious: Emblems ou d within it e The 
Ingredients of the Sacramental Cup were 
jo diſcoverable by the Practice of the 
Church, and. the Teſtimony. of the Fathers 
who liv'd before S. GOprian: And therefore 
there's no colograble Pretence he could be 
miſtaken in a Thing ſo well known, and 
of ſuch i important Conſequence. ; 
+.» However ; to weaken 8. Opride. s Evi- 
dlentepand make the Argument from Primi- 
tixe Authority give way; he endeavours to 
ſhew-the vouching 1 Traditiot 


ſometimes upon a Miſtak For Proc 
2255 offers two 1 RTW 
bee .the famous Controverſy be- 
Vigor and the Aſiatick Churches, 


about A1 Ne har an of Eaſter. Here both 
Panties pleaded Tradition (n); the one 
frow S. John and S. Philip, , the other from 
S. Peter and G. Paul, 90 in. Plain Con- 
tradition, th tach other. 8 

To chis Lanſwer; we have gteat Reas 
ben to believe the two different Traditions 
758 2 time _ keeping Eaſter, were: both 
$: John kept this Feltival on 
| uten Day, i is beyond all Queſtion; ; 


* 


: #) bag . E. in 5. e 3 
bus ED "If 


% 2 * 


* 


fſelves to the N. 
2 M # £ 4 


(w) 
S. Pohcarp, who was his Diſciple, - could 


not be miſtaken in that Matter (o). This 


moſt probably was done in Compliance 
with the Jews, who were numerous in 
thoſe Countries. And that the Cdunter- 


Tradition at Rome, had likewiſe the Pre- 


evident. Pope Anicetus, who ſtood ſo near 


the Apoſtles, muſt needs be qualified to 
run up the Cuſtom to the Head, and pro- 


nounce upon the Queſtion. But then the 


Church did not think this Diverſuy of 
Practice eee to break Communion: 
Pohcarp and Anicetus communicated toge- 
ther. And Victor was reprimanded 
Freneus and others, fo attempting toward 
a Cenſure 


that tho the ' Eaſtern Churches diſagreed 
with the reſt of Chriſtendom about the 
Paſchal Solemnity, they did not come tb 
any Rupture, but held Communion with 
each other. In ſhort, there was no Arti- 
cle of Faith, no poſitive Inſtitution, no 
Precept of Morality in this Controvetly ; 


and whete- nothing of this Weight is in 


S 1 'them- 
tions of ir Converts, 


F 
63 2 OL OTE OP $204 LL, 
2 10 Socrat. lib. 1, & 8. 
| and 


(p). And at the opening of the 
buen * Nice, Socrates talent uk (4), 


| | LR ] 728 NS ASS £7 = 


cm) 


ahd'mariag'd a5 the Reaſons of Times and 
Tm ſu be Kues Paul circumciz'd. 
f rde Fewws in thoſe 
pre rc elſewhere, he tells us 
"all thing to all men, that he 
might by' all mean: ſave ſome (s). The dif- 
fo Practice therefore of the Apoſtles 
in this Caſe, is no Reſſection upon their 
Oonduc: Neither did they intend their 
Precedent - for à ſtanding Rule, Thus 
Herqter relates, ( The Chriſtians had no 
binding Directions ſet them in the Cir- 
ecumſtances of Feftivals and Faſtings: 
Abd that as to the Time of the Paſchal 
* Sblemnity. the Apoſtles left no Dug 
er Command about it ( 
Fo proceed: The Millennium, or our 
Saviour's reigning upon Eartti for a thou- 
fand Teats, is brought by the Learned An- 
as a ſecond Inſtance of an erroneous. 


Tradifim. — Papias is cited as 
— ecei d Mir Tradition, with mam 


Pen 156 u wan 
1755 een, 


e 8 ſome Miſtake in repreſent= 
the Matter. For Enſebius tells us cx» 
from Papiar's Writings, that Pa- 
— not affirm he either you the As 


_ 


0 AQ. XVi. 3 | My "Tar ix. 22. ö 
0 $ocrat, {ib 5. 6 23. (i) No Kedſon, p. 8. 


fr, | C 3 | poliles 


cm). 


poſtles, or heard them diſcourſe t 
only that he convers d with ſome, | 


had been contemporary and 'acquainre« 


2 


whap 8. Andrew, 8 P 

| ſaid; prong was not of the Ap gelle 
of Thoſe WO had deen ther audience, 
that he enquir d. Pf. on 21 9 3: 15 ib 
24, This Millennian Tradition was. not 


them . Was n 
þ 9 (a). & hab 


very generally beliew/d/jn ghoſe, caxly; Ages. 


af Chriſtianzy. Juſtin wa relates the; 
Chriſtians: were ſomewhar; d vided; about 


it (&). Whtereas there cant be one early 
Authority produc'd for denying the Mix- 


ture of the Sacramemial- Gup, = ng 


the Aquarian Hereticks. And 1s. 


Bebief of: the thouſand years Reign to 
leſſenz and loſe Ground upon the Pro: 
greſs; yet chere were | ator 8 Rep 
and n 5 e 
ſtion. In the ud. — oy \ep 
Egyptian Bilhop, wrote à Book agai 
Allegoriſu, in Defence of the Millennium: 
Dionyfius, Biſhop of * went 
| —— ich other Side, and) . 
three Days together at pu 
mw -againſt chis Perſuaſion 


* * 
= 


t Euſeb. H. E. lb. eZ | K 
(*) Dial., e hon. 5. 307. Edi rat 
eee 
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8, Hierom reports, that this Drionyſius wrote 
a beautiful Trac vpon this Subject againſt 
Treneus That Apollinarius defended le. 
nau in two Books, and that great Num- 
bers of a 1 went into oppoſite Par- 
ties (3) Aud &. Auguſtin declares the Mil- 


| Lenten, Belief, a tolerable Expectation, if 


ſpiritual Satisfactions were intermixt, and 
that was formerly of a 


| nion 4); - And therefore, 


30h, The The Millennian Tradition may be 
Onbadox, for ought, the Learned Anſwerer 
has aid / to, the contrary :.. He, only, ſup- 
les. it: falſe, but offers. nothing to, prove 
it fe whereas his Cauſe requit' d laying 
the Migake open, before he had under- 
taken, te Argue from it.. 


In fert, this Millennial 1 of pa- 


be received imme 
poſtles, as the Anſwerer 
5, nor is, its. Orthodoxy diſprov? 
negates. was it at firſt, held generally by all 
nl pen We Th 4 it into Parties 1 
and great Abettors were 
on, eicher Sid 4 . Whereas, to m—_— 
Inſtance; ſerviceable, and parallel to the 
Yacramental Mixture, it ſhould have. 411 


— d without Oppolition at fixſt; ic ſhould 
have 


have been univerſally receiv'd. — the 


8 


— — — 


— 


6 — 18. in Laim. 
Arn lib. 20, de Cui. Dei 2 7 


bag 


Was it 


(14) 
s, und contradskted by nöne but 
Hasude But - fince-notHing of this ean 
be pretended, tlie Pralle all, aud tlie 
mee is inconſequenialy © jam 
Her- er ehe 


The Learned Aviſt» 
Vow at — Her He lets us 
nam ſpurious: Writin Were put 
forth under os Names 5 
h 15 of bit Bleſſed Mother, and 
As tis not at all fe Fran — 


which. = L0G Nb 


5 & * . 


1 a 3 ? 


— dak o _ r 


tested 

Me 

Hiſtory tnay ſati 

Matter. > Arr had theſe * * n. 

ings met wich general Reeeptiofi, and 

the: Feſt of the earlier Ages, the Im 

ſture would have had ſtrong Coleurs: 
ee a . I at all, di over d. Ati 


ad give'the Manne 
conſülting Eafebiua's 


nd Lord 2 


the Antient Father. wy __ 


the Resder N 
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lance wo give Warning of Cheats in Writs 
ing, wh ſhould we ſuppoſe them leſs 
quality'd; or leſs careful about Oral Tra- 
dition'? Why ſhould we think them thus 
negligent, ' where their | Intereſt / was ſo 
nearly concern'd ? To come directly to 
the Caſe before us: Tis well known, the 
Chriſtians in the Primitive Times receiv'd 
the Holy Euchariſt every Day. Upon what 
Pretence of Argument then, can we ima- 
ine them miſtaken in the Apoſtolical 
ractice ? When the Solemnity was ſo 
frequently perform d, how could they be 
impos'd on in the Matter of the Sacra- 
ment ? How could — Martyr and Ire- 
nur, who liv d ſo cloſe to the Inſtitution; 
be miſinform'd about mixing the Cup? 
Farther; to deny 3 of Early 
and General Tradition, is not only an un- 
ſupported, but a dangerous Way of Ar- 
guing': The Reaſons of my Aſſertion are 
nie h 0 ce wad A 
1ſt, I deſire to know, which Way we 
can prove the Neceſſity, or indeed the 
Lawfulneſs of Infant-Baptiſm, without the 
Help of Jewiſh and Chriſtian Tradition ? 
There is no demonſtrative Evidence in 
Scripture, either of Command or Inſtance 
for this Practice. Tis ſaid by our Saviour, 
that (e) be who believer, and is baptis d, 
nge 6) S. Mark xyi. 16. 

K . ſhall 
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he ſav'd ; but here i is It oldinly i writz 
T0 ten, that thoſe who-are incapable; of be- 
— have 2 0 0 Baptiſm? The 
Text; 1 Cor; vii. ere s to | 
moſt- io this Purpo the meaning of this 
Text, 1 ſay, is expounded too different 
Senſes, 11 only. b our Modern. er- 
ther — Writers (d). bas is it den 
chat warrants the Practice, and contributes 
o the N but Prunus U 
lege an Conſentient ragition ? Fir 
I would ask is Gentleman, 1 
A — the keeping Sunday i 
of Saturday is defenſib 5 The Sctipture 
has nothing determining: The; Kpaſtles 
were daily in the . ” went ine It N 
mugogust, and preached on the Sabbath. (d); 
but they left us no Command for Tran- 
Mating the Feſtival from the ſeventh to, the 
<irſt Day, To ſupport this Alteration,, we 
muſt have recourſe to the Teſtimonies. of 
S. Barnabas and 8. Juſtin Martyr: (e), 
and to the general Cuſtom of the r 
. tier bel 11 0 ae Al 
"9. Te 1 Wal ae 77 Geir 


e 4 u 46. Zit 1. 
„ ap 15 -A, 


e 7" \ 


"br n 


| WA F | | | 2 
- 


Wore K _ ' 2 . 
114 7 : 
C 4. "IF. 3 * 1 
$$ W 
7 G 


nn) 

Juh, Tis from Tradition we are afſur'd 
the Books of the Old and New Teſtament 
are Divine Revelation. Tis true, we are. 
bound to believe the Word of God with- 
out Scruple, without the Motive of Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Authority. But then tis Churchi- 
Authority, which brings Evidence for this 
Revelation, and enables. us to diſtinguiſh 
between the inſpir d Writings and human 
Compoltions., For the Purpoſę: We be- 
Iieve the Books of the New Teſtament in- 
ſpir d Writings, becauſe thoſe who were 
contemporary with the Apoſtles, thoſe who 
liv'd with ſuch Contemporarics, and all 
ſycceeding Ages, have receiv'd - them as 
ſuch, Either we muſt reſt the Motives of 
, Credibility. upon human Teſtimony, or lie 
open to the Deluſion of a private Spirit. 
And thus we ſhall either wander through 
Enthuſiaſm, or want a New Inſpiration to 
prove the Old one. All rational Grounds 
of Belief to thoſe who liv'd poſteriour to 
the Apoſtles, muſt reſt upon human Te- 
ſtimony ; that. is, upon the general un- 
interrupted Conveyance from the Apoſto- 
lical to the preſent Age ; and whit is this 
but Traditionary Evidence? Could we ſuc- 
ceed againſt the Force of Tradition, the 
Ilſue ot the Victory would prove very un- 
happy. Thus we ſhould ſtiake the main Pils 

lars, and ſap the * of ah es 


This would cancel the Credit of all Rez 
cords both Human and Divine, drag us to- 
wards Scepticiſin, and ſcarcely ſuffer our 
. Afent any er than our Senſes can 
Conn „ 
Athly, Tradition ſtands recommended 
by Scripture itſelf. Theſe two Convey- 
. aices are not oppoſite and deſttuctive of 
each other: They are no more than diffe- 
rent Ways of publiſhing the Will of God, 
and only two Streams flowing from the 
ſame Fountain: And therefore, when the 
. Current of Tradition runs clear and ſtrong, 
we ought to follow it. This is no leſs 


than the Apoſtle's Direction in ſeveral Pla- 


ces. For Inſtance, S. Paul commands the 
Corinthians to keep the Ordinances ar be de- 
liver d them to them (g). But then theſe 


Ordinances are not to be met with in his 


Epiſtles; they referr only to what he 
reach d, not to what he had written to 
hem. Thus he exhorts the Theſſalo- 
nian to ſtand faſt, and hold the Tradi- 

tions which ye have been taught, whe- 


her by Word; of our Epifile (h. Tha? 


we ſee the Traditions they had been taught 
by Word of Mouth, were to be held no 
leſs than thoſe convey'd by Writing. And 

the ſame Apoſtle gives the ſame Charge to 


tt 


(bY 2 Thefl, ii IF. 
Timo: 
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(19) 
Timothy: Hold faſt, ſays he, the Form of 
ſound Words which thou haſt heard 9 
me (i). From hence tis plain, that if we 

* are govern'd by Scripture, we muſt be go- 
vern'd by Tradition too. Tradition, when 
_ rightly ſtated, is an unexceptionable Rule; 
and to argue againſt it, is in effect to maim 
the Directions for Duty, and make one 
gore of the Will of God claſh with ano- 
n 
To apply this Reaſoning ſomewhar far- 
ther: The Tradition for the mixt Cup is 
early, general, and uninterrupted : "Tis 
contradicted by none, but the Aquarian 
Hereticks and the Armenians, who lie un- 
der Cenfure. Whereas the ſecond Epiſtle 
of S. Peter, and the Revelation of S. John, 
were not receiv'd by all the Church in 

Origen's Time 05 Beſides, the Revelation 

is omitted in the Liſt of the Canon pub 

liſh*d' by the Council of Laodicea (I). I 

don't mention this, as if we had any Rea- 
fon to queſtion the Inſpiration of thoſe 
Writings : Tis only to ſhew, that thoſe 
who reject the Tradition for the Mixture, 
- muſt be forc'd to give up the Authority of 
theſe Books, and throw them out of the 
Canon. N E 
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And 
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And now to ſatisfy the Learned An- 
ſtwerers Queſtion, Why the Revival of Sa- 
luting "with a Kiſs, before we proceed to the 


and Love-Feafis, is not inſiſted on? © Theſe 
are Apoſtolical Uſages, ſays he, why then is 
the reſtoring them not equally preſi d with 
' "that of the Mixture in the Sacramental 
„ ö 20 FHV TR ag 
To this I anſwer : That theſe Cuſtoms, 
-tho* mention'd in Scripture, are not men- 
"tion'd as Commands and binding Rules for 
Practice. This is certain, as to the latter; 
and as to the Saluting with a Kiſs, tho 
S. Paul recommends it, Rom. xvi. he does 
not oblige them to practiſe this Ceremony, 
juſt before their Proceeding to the Hoh Eu- 
"chariſt : Whereas I have e from un- 
queſtionable Authority, tf 
- offly drank of the mixt Cup himſelf, but 
commanded his Diſciples to do the ſame in 
- Remembrance of him ; that is, in Comme- 
moration of his Death and Sacrifice. ill his 
coming again: This implies à perpetual 
Command, and a Law which ſpall not be 
broken. And as to the Buſineſs of Sa- 
luting, tis only à Mark of Friendſhip 
ad nd ReſpeR; tis chiefly to be govern'd by 
the Cuſtoms of the Country, and may be 
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- Holy Euchariſt; the Order of Deaconeſſet, 


at our Lord not 
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ſhewn by diſtant Poſtures as well as by 
BRED -11 055-44 a „ 

And as for the Love. Feaſts before the Eu- 
chariſtick Communion, they were only 
Practice without Precept, as far as it ap- 
pears. This may he collected from S. Pauls 
Reproof of the intemperate Corinthians (0): 
What! have ye not Houſes to eat and to drin 
in? As much as to ſay, they might take their 
Refreſhment at Home, if they pleas' d; 
and that they were not obliged. to cit or 
drink any more than of the conſecrated 


- 


SHOOT ͤ to ot tn is ne 
And then for Deaconeſſes, their main 
Buſineſs was to bring the Women to the 
22 Which were commonly Ponds or 
Rivers; here they undreſs' d, ſtood about 
them, and immerg'd them in the Water, 
_ after. which they receiv'd and dreſs d them. 
For in thoſe early Ages, the Perſons bap- 
.tiz'd were moſtly Adult, and Converts 
from the Jeuiſb or Heathen Religion; but 
now this Sacrament is ſeldom adminiſtred 
to any, excepting Infants: And beſides, 
the Cuſtom of Immerſion is alter'd into 
Sprinkling. This Change in the Age and 
Manner of Adminiſtration, has made the 
Office of Deaconeſſes in a manner uſeleſs; 
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and 
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| Ani when the Reaſon of 2 Cuſtom epires) 
tis no Wonder the Practice ſhould ceaſe 
too. But, 

Taſth, To ſp peak to them all Three to- 


ntion' d, the Love- Feafts, and Office of 
Deuroneſſer, are only A penda ges, Cere- 
monies, and exteriour T 1 5 they don't 
Atfect che Subſtance of Religion; there's no 
Bulk of Benefit, no laſting Reaſons annext 
to them. Thus, when the Manners of 
Poop le, aud the Circumſtances of Time 
are — the ſame ; when the Grounds of 
Practice fail, and the Reaſons of the Cu- 
om expire, they may be 'changgd for an 
:quivalent, and eafily 


But when no. Jefs than the Matter, 


all confegtenly che Force of a Sacrament 
comes within -rhe Queſtion ; where the 


; Pardon of our Sins, the Aﬀiftances of Hea- 


ven, and the Vitals of Religion are ſo near- 


Jy and, d, the Caſe is Ke otherwiſe. 


Here the Diſp roportion of the Inſtanee 
will admit no peaſlel; here's no Liberty 
for Change or Omiſſion; here the beſt Way 
dc ſetvre the Advantage, is t 
Old Path, and . coſe ro \ 
5 tion. | 
* "TR Learned 
that S. 
takes off the Force of his Teſtimony ; and 
2 4+ Which 


Hense The fader of Saluting above- 


made up another 


tread in the 
Inſtitu- 


avoull Fra it, 
Cyprian has laid down a Rule, which 
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which is harder, is in the ſame place 


where he brings it for Reinforcement. This 
Holy Father, after he had ſeveral Times 
repeated his Aſſertion for the Neceſſity of 
the Mixture, © That our Lord had com- 
ee manded it; that the Apoſtles bad de- 
e liver'd the ſame Adminiſtration to the 
& Church; that unleſs we mix the Sacra» 
« mental Cup with Wine and Water, we 
4 don't follow our Saviour's Precedent, nor 
* by Conſequence keep his Command ”; 


To enforce this Reaſoning, he ſubjoins up- 


on the ſame Argument, that only Chriſt is 
to be hearken'd to (o); that is, becauſe our 
Lord drank the Mixture, and commanded 
the Obſervance. to the Church, therefore 
we ought to be govern'd by our Lerd's Ex- 
ample and Appointment. Thus this Rule, 
that "Chriſt is only to be hearken'd to, is 
brought to prove the Neceſſity of the Mix. 
ture: And from this Arguing, tis unde- 
niably plain, S. Cyprian firmly believ'd, that 
our Lord had both practis'd and com- 


manded the Mrxture, And was not 


8. Cyprian in a better Situation to know 
the Truth of Matter of Fact, than the 
Learned of the preſent Age? Than thoſe, 


who live almoſt 1500 Years behind him 7 


2 Lues Chriftys debeat faius, eugiri, Rpiſt. 63. ad 
5 Would 
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Would he r in ſo deciſive 2 Manner, 
without Evidence to ſupport him ? And is 
his Judgment and Belief ſo remarkably 
diſproportion de His Learning and Life, 
I conceive, won't allow us to think thus 
indifferently of him. No; This Father had 


5 / 


unexceptionable Authority for his Aſſerti- 


on: For, not to mention the Practice of the 
Jews at the Paſchal Solemnity, he had the 


Teſtimonies of Juſſin Martyr,” of Ireneus, 


of Clemens Alexandrinus, and tis probable 
a great many more, . whoſe Writings are 
in the Conveyance : Now, all theſe 
Authorities affirm the Mixture our Sa- 
viour's Inſtitution ;. to which we may add 
the Practice of the Church in S. Cyprian's 
time, for tis plain he was not fingular in 
this Matter. From all theſe: Conſidera- 
tions we may fairly conclude S. Cypriax's 
Rule will do his Teſtimony for the Mix- 
%%% 
The Learned Anſwerer alledges, That 
fiuce Communicating after. Supper 1s men- 
tion d in Scripture ; that Water is not men- 
tion d, bus only the Fruit of the Vine: From 
. hence he conceives, if either of them were 
to be reid, the Communicating after Sup- 


per augbt to laue the Preference (p). To 


_ this ir may be return d, 


= _— 


if, 


do) No An, Kc. pe 1 


5 Co): 
1ſt, That it has been prov'd from the 
ewiſß Cuſtoms and Phraſeology, that the 
ruit of the Vine does imply a Mixture 
of Water; and that the earlieſt Fathers and 
Councils have underſtood: our Saviour's 
Words in this Senfe. And unleſs theſe 
Authorities are diſprov'd, we can't pre- 
tend the Scripture lays nothing of the Mix- 
W 
24h, The Communicating after Supper 
_ Imports nothing but a Note of Time, and 
1s by no means intrinſſcal to the Sacrament, 
. Tis not commanded. in the Inſtitution, 
and for. this Reaſon the Church, was ' go- 
vern'd. by Convenience, and alter d the 
Time to the Morning (q). Thoſe things 
which don't enter the Eſſence, are left to 
diſcretionary, Latitude, and the Appoint- 
ment of Governors: Time, in the pre- 
ſent Caſe, is only a circumſtantial Conſi- 
deration. Now, there is no arguing from 
Circumſtance to Subſtance, We may as 
well plead for the Poſture of Recumbency, 
and the Celebrating in an Upper Room, 8 
for the Na of Communicating after 
Kupper. But the Water being prov'd Part 
of the Sacramental Matter, and the Mix- 
ture the inſtituted Cup; How can the Wine 


be neceſſary, and the Water not ſo? And 
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(26) 
what Liberty have we to leave out dne 
Part of the Matter, any more than tlie o- 
—— 1 
To go on: The Communicating Infants 
in the Ancient Church, and now diſus'd 
with us, is urged as an Argument againſt 
reſtoring the Mixture. 8 wt 
 Tothis I anſwer, That the Cuſtom of 
Communicating Infants falls ſhort of the 
8 for the Mixture, in ſeveral re- 
N 5 1ſt, We find no mention made of it be- 
fore S. Cyprian, whereas the Mlarture is 
_vouch'd by Juſtin Martyr, by Irenzus, and 
Clemens Alexandrinus, much older Evi- 
dence. V 
adh, S. Cyprian only gives an Inſtance 
of this Practice, but does not plead the 
Neceſſity, or enforce it from our Saviour's 
n 
.. 3dh, Tis true, Pope Innocent I. in his 
Fypnodical Epiſtle to the Council of Mile. 
vit, poſitively declares Infants can't be ſav d 


. 


without receiving the Holy Euchariſt (0. J 


And here the Learned Mr. Wall thinks it 
Probable, “ That this Innocent was the firſt, 
ee who. brought up the Doctrine of the 
er Neceſſity of this Sacrament to Infants ; 
and that when Innocent had fo determin'd, 
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(+) Apud Auguſtin, Ep. . 
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* S. Auſtin oftener quotes him for it, than 
* he does any Place of Scripture (?). 
4thly, This Cuſtom, notwithſtanding the 
Pope's Deciſion, has been diſus'd in the 
Latin Church for 600 Years ; it has ſunk 
in the Current of Time, and by the An- 
 ſoverer's Confeſſion we hear na more of it 
in the Weſt, ſince. the beginning of the 
twelfth Century (t). On the other fide, 
Mixing Water with the Sacramental Wine 
has been all along the Practice of the Ca- 
tholick Church, from the beginning to the 
ſixteenthCentury. And thus his Inſtance falls 
ſhort of Vincentius's ſemper & ubique, of be- 
ing always and every where receiv'ds Thus, 
we ſee, the Mixing Water with the Wine 
and Communicating Infants, is no. paralle 
Cale, There lies a Diſparity upon three, 
Branches of the Queſtion, and all to the, 
Diſadvantage of the latter. I grant, Giving 
the Holy Euchariſt to Children is..a Ulage 
ſtill continued in the Greek Church (). 
And if the Learned Anſwerer, and tholfe 


bol his Sentiment, are willing to revive it, 


we ſhall not differ about it. | 
And now I can't help thinking, that the 
_ . Anſwerer, notwjthſtandipg his Hopes to 
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Y Hiſtary ue, Baptiſm Edit, 2. P. 514. 
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Te 
the contrary, bar ſaid. ſeveral Things diſ- 
agreeable to S. Cyprian's Reputation (w). 
For he makes him take up the Tradition 


Without any good Ground : He ſuppoſes. 


him fallin foul upon his own Rule : He 
makes him pofirive without Proof, and 
urge our Saviour's Practice and Com- 
mand for the Mixture, when his Evidence 


is ſcanty and conjectural. Now, what is 


this leſs than charging the Holy Father with 
Weakneſs and falſe Vouching e If theſe 
ate not ſevere Imputations on the Martyr's 
Memory, Tmaltogether unacquainted with 


- k 1 — 


Icription. © © 


* 


The Learned: Anſwerer owns, Thar if 


ie pol fr the Mixture eee ow 


aviours Fuſtitution, be ' ſhould eafily gius 


| ß the Caufe (x). Now, if our Bleſſed Sa- 
 vidur drank the mt Cup himſelf, tis plain 


we gught to drink it ſo too; for he com- 
manded his Diſciples to do what He had 
done. But that our Lord drank the up 
Axe, 1 conceive, is evident from the Pal- 
chial Cuſtom, from the Phraſeology of the 
Jewiſh Language, and from the Teſtimo- 
nies of the higheſt 'Antiquity ; from the 
Fathers, wlio tis next 70 Hipotlible ſnould 

be miſtaken about Matter of Fact. To 


prove the Fetws mixt Water with their 
n eee * 


. SOS Te 
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C 
Wine at the Paſchal. Feſtival, the Authoz 
rity. of Maijnonides and the Talmud were 
of 'd: To this the Learned Anſwerer 
oppoles 18 his Book de Syna 22a 
1. but he is quickly ſenſible, 
toarf is by no means a n to 
= Evidence on the other {ide ; and there- 
fore I can't take his. ordering him to with- 
draw, as any Point of Courteſy. There- 
fore, "if our Saviour ſettled the Euchariſtick 
Sacrament upon a Reſemblance with the 
Paſchal Solemnity; if the Jett mixt Wa- 
ter with their Wine at this Feſtival; if they 
call'd Wine thus diluted the Fruit of 15 
Vine; if we have no Reaſon to queſtion, 
| bur that our Lord, when he kept the Paſ- 
foyer, made uſe of the ſame D:ink which 
was cuſtomary upon that Occaſion :: If the 
Caſe ſtands thus, can we avoid concluding 
the Cup was mixt in the Inſticution ? clpc- 
cially, conſidering we have the Sentiment 
and Practice of the whole Church for more 
than 1500 Years to make good our r Infes 
rence © 
The Learned Anſwerer objecks, we can't 
neceſſarily inferr the Mixture of the Eucha- 
& Cup from that of the Paſchal, becauſe 
the Eacharift was not "f tured till the Paſ- 
ca 8 Was over ** does not 
- No vor Ae, . 22, 
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the Force of the Argument lie the other 
way e For the Scripture gives not the leaſt 
Hint of any new Proviſion, of any Change 
in the Entertainment for the Euchariſt: 
Tis moſt reaſonable to ſuppoſe it the Re- 


mainder of what was prepar'd for the 
Paſſover; and ſince the Paſchal Cup was 


mixt, the other muſt be ſo too. 
The Learned Anſwerer objects, he does 
not find that our Saviour ever gave the 


Name of the Cup of Bleſſing to the Sacramen- 


tal Cup, but only the Apoſtle S. Paul calls it 
fo (2). And is not the Apoſtle's Teſti- 
mony unexceptionable? Was not S. Paul 
an inſpir'd Writer? And does he not, with 
teſpect to the Holy Euchariſt, aſſure the 


8 Corinthians, that he receiud of the Lord 


' what be deliver d to them (a)? ' However, 
_ th# Apoſtle, continues the Anſtwerer, calls the 

Sactamental Cup, the Cup of Bleſſing, from 
12 Bleſſing pronounc'd upon it, and n with 
reſdel 
;onclufion won't follow. For, if the Eu- 


1 - 


to any Mixture.” Granting this, his 


1 chariſtick Cup anſwer d to the Jemiſb Cup 
. of Blefling, as has been made good by ſuffi- 


_ cient Authority O), to which we add that 
of the Learned Hammond (c) ; if twas a 
: ' — a - — — 5 u: — — — — : 

.) No Reaſon, &c. p. 24. | 

— ya (a) 1 Cor: xi, BJo-—-— 

2 (b) - Re ons, &c. p. 6. * 
(c) 4 e. in 1 Cor. 2. 
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Remainder 


TT C3 
\ Remainder of the Paſchal Proviſion; and 
the Paſchal Cup of Bleſſing was not with+ 
out Mixture; twill follow of Courſe, that 
the Euchariſticx Cup was mixt likewiſe. 
And therefore its being call'd the Cup of 
Bleſſing from the tare or Bleſſing. pro- 
nounc d, and not from the Mixture, can 
do the Anſwerer no Service. | 
The Reaſoner obſerv'd, © Our Saviour 
„ was Antitype to Melchizedeck, and that 
*. Melchizedeck offer'd nothing but Bread 
* and Wine, as far as we know (4). 
This Reaſoning, in Proof of the Euchari- 
ſtick Sacrifice, the Anſwerer endeavours to 
turn upon him againſt the Mixture. But 
here this Learned Gentleman is deſir d to 
„„ Ade Re ge ts. 
* "1ſt, That where Melchizedeck is ſaid 
to offer Bread and Wine, and nothing 
«elſe, as far as we know; the Meanin 
is, that we don't read in Srripture that Mel 
cbizedeck offer d any bloody Sacrifices (e). 
AZadh, Tis moſt probable Melchizedeck 
_ © offer'd what was generally drank in thoſe 
warm Climares, which was, and is fill, 
| Wine diluted : I fay, this is moſt proba- 
ble, becauſe thofe who aſſiſted at the Sa- 
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1 ta). eaſons &c. 28. 2 EP „ \ 
£4. Oo — 2 — vid ima: inmol aver Mel. 
chjzedeck. Hieron. ad EVagtftum. 2 
85 | Get - crifice, 
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agree, or be the 


| (32) 
crifice, refreſk'd themſelves with the cant 
ſecrated Entertainment. 


Suppoſing, which can. never be 
8870 that cke ſacrific'd with un- 


Alluted Wine, *twill not follow the Eucha- 


riſtick Cup was likewiſe unmixt : Our Sa- 
viour's being an Antitype to Melchizedeck, 
does by no means inferr this Conſequence. 


For, the Learned Anſwerer knows, there's 


no Neceſſity the T'ype and Antitype ſhauld 
1 5 in every Particular. 
So far from this, that I believe he will find 


it hard to furniſh a liogle Inſtance with 


: —4 an entire Conformity. For the P 
. Bleſſed Ew: was an fied 
9 .Muſt; Pr, Lord therefore 

— 525 ua in every Part of his Cha- 
racter ? * from it. 
re and Temporal Greatneſs, but our 


aviour declares his Kingdom 10 be. not of 


| the . ug. inated Bs E 
OO DO ne, 


| F 1.598 our Sauiour fe "hs Di 5 


ciples for their ſan 


lets them know he did = N oy 
Mens Laves, but to [a 15 


this may ſerve. to 


int his, Reaſonin 


from the Antitype to the Type in the Caſe 


? 2 us ; eſpecially, cotiidering the Rea- 
— — — 
0 8. Lak. ixc56. | vi. 4) 


0 J 4 n a i 
14 a 
— — e r an «Sh adds at. OO OS Ov T i: 


Joſhua procur d Em | 


de them (f). And 


ſore 


(33) 
ſoner has prov'd, our Saviour's laſt Supper 
went upon a Conformity to the Jewiſb 
Paſſover: And to this the Anſwerer ſeems 
to yh le grants, our Saviour grafted 
bis Religion upon that of the Jews ; that he 
accommodated himſelf in many Caſes to their 
Uſages and Expreſſions ; and ſo, ſays he, he 
might do iu the Inſlance before us (g). 
The Learned Anſwerer's next Attack is 
upon the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. And here 
he is not pleas d to attempt the diſpro- 
ing their Antiquity: But then he conceives 
ne has weaken d their Teſtimony, by ſhew- 
Ving tlie Miſtakes in the two early Tradi- 
tionr of Papiat and Pope Victor (h). But 
finceI have broken the Force of thoſe two 
"Inſtances, he muſt rally his Objection, be- 
fore he can argue from thjiem. 
To the Authorities for the Mature, ci- 
ted from the Liturgies of S. Baſil and 
S. Chryſoftom ; the Anſwerer rakes Notice, 
that Dr. Cave complains of them as inter- 
polated; and Da Pin reckons them ſuch. of 
Meſe Fathers Works, ar are either ſpurious or 
*donbiful (i). They are interpolated; that 
is ſome Paſſages àre thrown in by later 
Hands: But does not this ſuppoſe the 
gtrater Part of them Genuine ? And. how 


| (g Ne Reaſon, &0. p. 23. eee 
; (b) Id. P. 25. (i) Id. k. 27. N 


— 


then are they to be diſtinguiſh'd ? Eaſily e- 

nough, Thoſe Paſſages, which agree with 

the Doctrine and Practice of the Church in 

S. Baſil's and S. Chryſoſtom's time, we have 

no Reaſon to ſuſpect interpolated. Now, 

ſince nobody queſtions theſe Liturgie be- 

ing drawn up by S. Baſil and S. Chi ſaſtom; 

fince the Mixture was uniyerſally us d both 

in their Time, and in all the Centuries be- 

fore them; ſince it had been declar'd our 

Saviour's Inſtitution by Primitive Autho- 

rity : Since the Caſe ſtands thus, how can 

we. imagine they ſhould: omit mentioning 

the Mixture in theſe Liturgict Offices? 

The third Council of Carthage, which 

declares the Mixture our. :Lord's Appoint- 
mem, is given up by the Learned Anſtwerer : 
He ons the mit Cup may be inferr d the 
Cuſtom of that Time, und that the Council 


4 


ae hu VNECESSART COH. Aud is 
not ſo unanimous a Reſolution for the Ne- 
celſity of the Mixture,-is not the Teſtimony 
of a whole Synod conſiderable Evidence ? Its 
being only @ Provincial nod (1) does not 
affect the Strength of the Teſtimony; nei- 
44 Fiber the Biſhops Honeſty, nor their Know- 
edge can be any more ſuſpected here, than 
if they had met in a General Council. 


1 „ 


| But 


(35 
But if greater Numbers are till deſi rd, 
we have more than 200 Biſhops at the 
Oxiniſext Council in Trullo, atteſting the 
| ſame Point. 
Now here are ann Efforts made to 
perplex the Senſe, and diſarm the Autho- 
rity of this Council. 
rſt, Tis alledg'd, that one Longus 
Coriolano com os the Acts of this Council 
were e in many Places (m). But the 
Anſwerer, does not tell us, Coriolano has 
prov'd this Charge upon any Particulars; 
much leſs upon the Point in Queſtion. 
This general Complaint. therefore, with- 
out Inſtance to ſupport it, ought to go for 
nothing. But farther Longus a Coriolano 
only complains, that the Ach of this Coun- 
cil were corrupted (1). Now, the Reader 
may pleaſe to obſerve, that the Ads and 
Canons of Councils are diſtin Records: 
The Ar are the Hiſtory of the Proceſs 
and Debates ; the Canons are Decrees of 
Faith, and Regulations of Manners. The 
As of the firſt Nicent and Conſtantinopo- 
litan Councils are loſt, tho' the Canons are 
come down to us. The Canons and Ack, 
being thus different Memoirs, we can't in- 
5 "or the e of the firſt from that 


"To 


— 


(a) 1. . 25 / 60 Ibid. | 


F of 
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of the latter : And thus much for Longus 
— n Et 

The Authority of the Decreeing Part of 
this Council being thus diſengaged from Ex- 
ception, we muſt now proceed to examine 
the Meaning of the thirty ſecond Canon. 
And to ſhew the Senſe of theſe Fathers is 
unqueſtionably clear for the Mixture, 1 
ſhall once more lay the Tranſlation of the 
Canon before the Reader with ſome ſhort 
JJ) 
The Council takes Notice, © That they 
c“ underſtand the Armenians communicate 
< only in Wine, without mixing Water 


ee with it; and that they pretend the Au- 


ce thority of S. Chryſoſtom tor this Practice. 
< But this, as they continue, is 2 great Mi- 
ce ſtake : For when S. Chryſoſtom govern'd 
ce jn their Church, he order'd Water ſhould 
© pe mixt with the Sacramental Wine, to 
e repreſent. the Blood and Water which 
c flow'd from our Saviour's Side. — And 
& that in every Church; famous for Spiri- 
e tual Directors, the ſame (o) Divine Ap- 
e point ment is obſerv' d. That amet, our 
FF Lorcks Brother, and. firſt Biſhop of Je- 
* ruſalem, and Baſil, the celebrated Arch- 
© biſhop of Czſarea, have in their Litut- 
“ gick Offices order'd the Mixture of Wine 


> (e) H Seeger Tag's xe. 
1 ; 2 Ty . 5 and 


* 
** 


r 
« and Water · in the Euchariſtick Sacrifice. 
«© And that the Holy Fathers, aſſembled in 
c the Council of Carthage, decreed the ſame 
Thing (p). ** 
To go over the Particulars a little: In 
the firſt place, the Council ſets forth the 
Practice of the Armenians : They teil us, 
theſe Chriſtians offer d the Euchariſtick Sa- 
crifice without mixing Water with the 
= Foy —— 15 cenſur' d, and 
. Chryſoſtom's Authority they went upon, 
ſhewn to be 2 Miſtake. Aﬀeer this. the 
Synod cites the written Regulations of 
S. Famir and S. Baſil for the Mixture. 
The third Council of Carthage is likewiſe 
cited for the ſame Purpoſe ; and this they 
call a Divine Appointment. Then follows 
the Dectee in theſe Words: If any Bi- 
ſhop or Prieſt does not adminiſter ac- 
* cording to the Apoſtles Order, let him 
ebe depog'd **””, And what was the A- 
oſtles Order? They tell us juſt before, 
;twas to mix Water with the Sacramental 
Wine; and for this they cite the Liturgick 
Regulation of S. James, our Lord's Bro- 
ther. What Language can make the Mean- 
ing of the Council plainer than this ? The 


| (p) Bevereg. Pandect. Canon. Vol. I. p. 192. ; 
* EI 716 uv, Etiozor© i TIpsoCuTspE- wn x7 Thy 
ado)goay Va oh Ar ν,ðj Td5w TY, &c. 
: 4 »» 4 . s- 14-48 Commen- 


© & $8 


Commentators are far from i imagining our 
4 werer's Conſtruction. 

alſamon informs us, © That the Arme- 
> Na, together with other Hereſies, us d 
r only Wine in the Holy Myſteries: And 
© that the Council contuting their Errors 


ce above- cited, decreed thoſe. Biſhops and 
< Prieſts ſhould be depos'd, who — 5 
e ctated without a Mixture. (q 


Zonaras reports, © That the Church be- 


ce liev'd mixing Water with the Wine in 
* the Holy Myſteriss altogether | neceſ- 
< ſary (r). 


Ariſt.enus agrees with the other two, and 


5 ſays, That the Armenians miſtaking S. Chry- 


& ſoftow's Reaſ — ainſt the Hydropara- 
ce ſtates, offer ine in the Euchari- 
ce ſtick Cup: aud that this Heterodoxy of 


e theirs wa refuted by the Council, and 
* condemn'd to the Pandlanent already 
e mention'd (). And here Longus 
Coriolano concurrs . with the reſt, which by 
the way is a good Argument "he had no 
| — of this Cangps being interpo- 
late : 

5 However, the Anſwerer will have it, that 
this it contradifting, not abridging this 'Part 
= the Canon (t). Let us then go over the 


(q Bevereg, PandeRt Canon. Vol. I. p. 192. 
(r) Id. p. 193. 18 Id. p. 194. 
N No © A cc. P. 30. | 


| ſeveral 


„ — 


9). 


ſeveral Branches of the Canon, and ſee 
what Coherence the Anſwerer's Tranſlation 
will afford us. The Council then tells us, 
© That the Armenians us'd only Wine in 
4 the Euchariſt: That this wrong Practice 
* went upon a Miſconſtruction of S. Chi- 
* * ſoftons s Expoſition of S. Matthem: That 
* this Father usd the Miiature; that all 
the famous Biſhops in Chriſtendom did 
ce the ſame; and that twas commanded 
ks © by S. Baſil, and S. James, our Lord's Bro- 
ther. Therefore, if any Biſhop or Prieſt 
« *- having mirt (as the Anſwerer interprets) 
Water with the Wine, does thus offer 
e the unblemiſ d Sacrifice, Or. that is, 
If an Biſhop or Prieſt fands off from 
the Armenian Heterodoxy ; if they pre- 
« ſame to. govern themſelves by the Pra- 
Cie and Authority of S. Chryſoſtom and 
S. Baſil, of the Council at Carthage, of 
5 — the. famous Biſhops of the World, 

9 rticularly of S. James, firſt Biſhop 
« me feruſulem: If they are thus bold to 
follow 1 Authorities, to diſſent from 
the Armenians, and mir Water with the 
Wine, let them be depos' d, as Perſons 
12 that repreſent the Myſtery imperfectly, | 
| and innovate upon what was deliver'd “. 
Now, What is this, but to make the Def. 
nitive Part contradi all the Reaſons for 
forming it, and fly in the Face of the Me 
e 


(80 


ple Authorities alledg'd? This is in effect no 
better, than to put up the Council in a dark 
Room, and expound them into Nonſenſe 
and Biſtraction: bi This is Riding at full 
Speed our of their Wits; What Fever or 
Frenzy can exceed it? And yet the An- 


ſwerer is pleas d to ſay, that the Forbid- - 


ding the Mixture is the natural and ge- 
— Tran e of the Words (u). If this 
is the Senſe of the Decree I fay ſtill theſe 
two hundred Biſhops bro ke out of ſome 
Mad-Houſe, and ran into the Emperor's 
Palace, where his Majeſty was Jo kind as 
to let them ſit with the Cliiratter: of a 
Council, A 
But tlie Leieued Anſwerer at 1ſt deus 
willing to allow the Fathers in Tyullo com. 
mon Senſe, and that they really deſign 4 to 
 rondenm the Communicating in the Cup with 
Wine only (w). But then he offers ſome- 
thing by way of Abatement of the Force 
of the Canon. He tells us from Nicepho- 
© "rus, Thar the Armenians communicated 


in "unleavened Cakes, and, with Wine | 


c not diluted with Water 3 0 that they 


& deſign'd hereby to intimate, there is but 


c one Nature in Chriſt And if this were 
4 5 the true e Cauſe of their porn from 
(7 bd J er 
anne e 29. LOW: + 
I 2001025) r LAS 


D 
4 Watef, tis no Wonder the Council 
* ſhould deteſt ſuch Abſtinence, not ſo 


% 


much barely for the Want of the Water, 
* as becauſe of the wicked and pernicious = 
principle from whence they refus'd it.“ 

if this ui the true Cauſe of their abſtain- 

- ing from Water, &c. The Anſwerer feems 
to doubt it was not, and he is much in the 
right ; for the Council brings in no ſuch 
Charge againſt them. Their Cenſure goes 

plaimy upon other Grounds; and they tell 
us the Armeniant miſtook their Way by 
miſconſtruing S. Chryſoftom, and running 
tao für from the Aquarian Hereſy, Be- 
lides;” the Arſterer's Teſtimony from Ni- 
 Cephorus ſays nothing of their being con- 
denin'd, for intimating there is but one Na- 
tare in Cbriſt. The Anſwerer is not un- 
appris d of theſe Matters; liis Reliance up- 
or the Inſtance is „ flender?. 
He thinks, if the Caufe of ang jw | 
the Water, mention d by him, was the true 

30 2, the Council's Cenſure of the Armenians 

might proceed not ſo much barely for Want 


ebe Water, as berauſe of the wicked Prin- 
2 tiple. Not fo much barely for Want of the 


Water ; which plainly implies, the Want 
ſe of the Water was one Reaſon why the 

Council condemn'd the Armenians, tio“ 
not the only one. This is ſufficient for my 
Purpoſe; tho', after 8 the Grounds 0. 


T, f | 8 


— 


„ 
the Council's Cenſure are not to be ex- 
tended beyond the Reaſons affign'd by it. 
And before I proceed, I deſite the Learn- 
ed Anſwerer would remember, We have 
the Authority of this Council to prove 
the Paſſages for the Mixture in S. Bars 
and S. G 

lited.: .. 


His laſt Buſineſs: with this Synod is to 
make à Recital of Reſtraints about Mar- 
rage, Ordination, &c. And here he is © per- 
ce ſuaded the Advocates for the Mixture 
"will not concern themſelves to have them 


cc reduc'd to Practice: How then comes 


ce the Authority of the Council to be ſo 
< much more inſiſted on for the thirty ſe- 


« cond Canon, than for the third, the 
„ tiwelfth, or the fifteenth? (x) 2 To this 


* 


it may be return d, 


"1ſt, That ſuppoſing the Advocates for the 8 
252 | 14 be embarraſs'd about ſonie 
of the Canons recited, this would be no 


Miseture ſhou 
Authority for him to ſet aſide the thirty 


| ſecond : For, how their breaking one Ca- 
non ſhould be a Licence for him to break 


: another, is farther than I underſtand. \_ 


adh, To give. the Anſwerer ſome Re- 
lief, who wants it no leſs than the Ad vo- 
catet, we are to conſider that theſe Re- 


i — 


* 
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. 


"= . (x) No Regen, &c. 5. 33. 


bryſoſtom's Liturgies not interpo- ; 


F 
ſtraints point only upon Branches of Diſci- 
line : Bur Diſcipline is alterable at Plea- 
- fure, and was never the ſame in all Times 
and Places ()). This Synod, for Inſtance, 
relaxes upon ſome Regulations of the, 
Council of Neoceſarea. _ 18 
34h, **Tis not unlikely, but that theſ@ 
Trullan Fathers may have laid their Hands 
= ſome Natural Rights, ſome unalien- 
able Privileges; which tho” they may lie 
under Temporary Reſtraints, tis not in the 
Church's Power to bar any Perſon wholly | 
TEES on in ara 
© #hly, The Council in Trullo was never 
receiv*d by the Weſtern Church, and there- 
fore by the Anſwerer's Reaſoning upon the 
third Council of Carthage, it can't be ob- 
gar ont of the Eaſtern Provinces (a). 
w —— ne 2 200 
*5thly, This Council is cited only for 
Evidence, and not for binding Authority: 
Theſe. Fathers are conſider'd as nest, ' 
and not under a Legiſlative Character. And. 
I hope, the Teftimony of tyo hundred Bi- 
ſhips. is 00 Proof for Matter of Fact, 
8 may be allow'd to pals in a Chriſtian 
A 0 8 


1 : ; ) 
San, ͤͥ -m 2 


(2) See the Supplement to Engliſh Morery, Article Ces 
—A - 
. | + | 3 p. 27. b 


OL 4 © 
Jo · prove our Bleſſed Saviour inſtituted 
only Wine for the Sacramental Cup, the 
Learned Anſwerer argues, that this was the 
proper Repreſentation of bis Blood, and that 
ater has no Reſemblance with it (b). If 
the Cup was all Water, I grant the Em- 
blem would be ſomewhat faint. But ſince 
Wine is the main Ingredient, ſince the Co- 
Jour remains red and unchang' d, the Re- 
ſentation is as lively, as if the Cup 
had been uncompounded. To this I may 
add, that both S. Cyprian (c), and the thirty 
ſecond Canon of the Trullan Council, give 
us to underſtand, that the Mixture has à far- 
ther Significancy, and repreſents the Blood 
and Water which flow'd from our Savi- 
' our's Side (d). And over and above, the 
Council tells us from S. Chryſoſtom, that 
Adminiſtring without the Mixture was a 
direct Contradiction to Apoſtolical Tradi- 


FS 
* 1 


The Author of the Reaſons, &c. * Ob- 


ſery'd, that Wine, or the Fruit of the 
Vine, is qnly mention'd in Scripture, be- 
cauſe Wine was the . dear Ingredi- 
ent. This the Anſwwerer takes to be beg- 


ging the Queſtion, becauſe there is b- 


* 


—.— 1 e 
(80 Epift. 63, Edit. Oxon, 
OM 


.- 
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thing in Scripture to prove it (e). Becauſe 
, 7 —ç — to prove Scri- 
pture, muſt we not therefore believe it the 
Word of God 7 I have evinc'd the Mix- 
ture from the earlieſt Authorities, from ſuc- 
ceſſwe and uncontroul d Tradition; and, 

I ſuppoſe, that may be allow'd good Evi- 
dence, where there's nothing in Scripture: 
to contradict it. | ; 
But, Tis ſtrange to think, continues 
the Anſwerer, that all the neceſſary In- 
gredients of the Inſtitution ſhould not 
© be expreſly declar'd : For, how could 
* our Saviour expect his Diſciples ſhould 
f- perform as they ought, if he conceaPd 
F* ſome-Part of it from them (f)? To 
this it. may be reply'd, £203 

Iſt, That there's no Neceſſity of Conſe- 
quence in this Suppoſition. There might 

be ſomething conceal'd at the Inſtituti- 
on, which was afterwards communicated 
at the ſending of the Holy Ghoſt. They 
could not bear ſome ſignificant Diſcove- 
ries, when our Saviour was with them; 
but then they had the Promiſe of a Com- 
forter, who was to guide them into all 


. 
* . - 
| — - 
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(e) N Reaſon, &c. p. 34+ | 


. Id. 5. 35 2 
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(46) 


24h To affirm our Lord conceat'd any 
Part of the Euchariſtick Inſtitution from his 


Diſciples, is begging the Queſtion with a 
Witneſs. For, did not the Diſciples brin 
in the Proviſion, and make ready the P [: 
. fover (h)? Were they not all preſent at 


the Entertainment, and receiv'd Part of 
it ? How then could they be unacquainted 
with what paſs'd before them, and be ig- 
norant of the Ingredients in the Sacramen- 


tal Cap? 5 


Authority from Scripture. The Cup our 


Saviour drank, is call'd the Fruit of the 
e Jews at their Paſſover - 
of the Vine, tho twas 
mixt with Water. The Anſwerer grants 
this, but © thinks there's a great Diffe- 
ce rence between Reporting the Uſe of 4 
« Rite, and the Inſtitution where Dire- 
„ ction is to be given for continual Per- 
cc formance (i). Here the Learned An- 
ſexerer ſeems ſomewhat dark and involvd. 
| To ſet open his eps, e far- 
ther to the Reader: I defire to know then, 
- whether the Jeror did not call tlie Paſchal 
Cup the Fruit of the Vine, tho 'twas mixt 
- with Water ? He admits it. Was not our 


Vine. Now, 
call'd it the Fruit 


(h) Ma. Xxvi. 19. 
6 
27 e 


* 


Ti) 


Bleſſed Saviour a Jem, and did he not _- 
ſpeak the Language of bis own Country? 
This muſt be allow'd. Did not our Lord 
inſtitute the Holy Euchariſt upon a Re- 
ſemblance with the Paſchal Solemnity ? 
This, beſides good Authority for the Af 
firmative, is not deny'd by the Anſwerer. | 
Have we not then great Reaſon to con- 
clude, that what our Saviour calls the Fruit 

of the Vi ine, had a Mixture of Water in 

it? And in this Senſe I have ſhewn it 
has been all — taken by the Catholick. 
Church. 

But Water ir not expreſly mention'd .by 
the Ewangeliſtt. This Objection being 
fore-ſeen by the Author of the Reaſons, . 
Or, he reply'd, (#) © That when Moſes 

rinkled ths people with the Blood of. . 
« x Covenant (), there is no mention 
“of Water bein ing mixt with it: And yet 
e the-Apoſtle affures us, that Miſes Took 
e the Blind with Water (). To, this the 
Anſwerer returns 

1ſt, That theſe Particulars, 5 one more; 
are ſet-dowh in (n) Leviticus (o). But here, 
we tnay obſerve, that the Matters of Fact, 

| as in Exodus brig S's are —— 


e * 


(5 Heb. ix. 19. e Liy- 6. 
(0) * ans ine be 27. 


| foreign 


| 
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foreign, to each other. That in? Exodus 
mention d by the Apoſtſe, relates to the 
Blood of the Covenant, in which Solemnity 
all the People had a Share ; whereas, the 
other in Leviticus only deſctibes the Man- 
ner of cleanſing a Leper. The Cafes be- 
ing thus widely different, no Inference can 
; be . from thence. 

; The Learned Anſweitr objects, 
ce Thi the Apoſtle. tells us only what 
«Moſes had 9 formerly, which is 4 


a very different Caſe from that of out Sa- 
<< viour's declaring his Appointment for 


the future” (), That our Saviour bus 
declard his Appointment, that the Apo- 
ſties ſaw and practis d it, and that 4 
b Church has. all 8 this Ap- 
pointment for the Mixture, I have already 
prov: and that is enough for my Pur- 
poſe. Bur Moſes © being divinely inſpir d, 
< Knew what he had to. do; whereas we 
have no other Means of coming to the 
v Khowledge of our Duty, but by the Di- 


s xection 1 us in Scripture 1 0. We 


have ng plain Directiane in Scripture: for 
dhe Feſtival, of Saturday into = 
da, much Tefs is. there any Precept for this 


A0 f therefore e by the Learned An- 


= je were e we are not ange to 


Deere 
* hs | keep 


( 


ep:Sunday, - Bug chen as 20 the Mins 
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ching but bare Poſſibilities in Diſproof: 
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ſtant Doctrine and Practice of the Chriſtian 
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our Saviour was to ſuffer the next 
ept 
the Night before the time appointed in 
Exodus. - 


tears Brea 
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be kill'd, began at the Sun-ſet of the chir- 
teenth. Now the Lamb was to be eaten 
on the fourteenth at ap. oof That is, not 

e fourteenth Day 
a, but in tlie Evenin 8 
the Cloſe of the fourteent Day (bh). 


his Paſchal Solemni 


aud therefore k 


:Barther By the Mofaick Law the Paſ- 
chat Lamb was to be kill'd by the Leæviter, 


and ſacric d in the Temple at the Evenin 
-of the fourteenth Day (i). Neither 


which Regulations were ien at our 


Saviour $ Paſſover. 


Befides, as the Learned Hammpnd obe | 
ſerves; twas not neceſſa 
Mbuld be clear d of all ven Bread 
till che Evening of the fourteenth Day, 
when the Lamb was to be eaten. Our Sa- 
viour therefore keeping the Paſchal _ 
the Night before, it does not 3 333 
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4 ſuppoſe there was, 


with his own pofitive 
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can be ov'd.. Our Saviour, who declard 
bimſclß Lord af the Sabbath, was equally 
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| 1 Bread our 
1 bleſſed, muſt needs be unlea beneu, 
ſo neither can we with any Cogency in- 
\ferr, that he took the mit Cup only becauſe 
iteuae ready. at hand. For, T 
00K the Mixture only becauſe twas at 
hand, why will it not follow. for the ſame 
Reaſon, that he made uſe of Wine on 
becauſe twas ready? And then the Infe- 
'rence will be, that her? s no laſting Obli- 
gation to communicate in Mi ne, but that 
any other Drink may ſerve as well. 
Io this I may add, that S.“ Boca, 


1 


mention no more, ſuppole a Myſtery in the 
Mixture, and that 'twas- inſtituted to re- 
-pteſent the Blood and Water which flow'd 

from our Savigur's Side, and ſignified the 
1 »Unjon: -of; Chriſt and his Church. 
The Learned Auſuverer argues farther, 
= * That if 'tis a juſt Concluſion, chat be⸗ 


& in the Inſtitution, therefore any "Bread, 
e de whether leavened or unleavened, is the 


« ment; it natura e in that becauſe 
& he mentions no ing in the Cup but 
ag, S's 9 = Wü 


Maſter of the Reſt of _ Moſaick Inft- 


0  Chryſoſtom, the Council in Trullo, to 
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ce Wine, therefore any Wine will be ſul⸗ 
©, ficient, whether mixt or unmixt (T). 


But here the Reader may pleaſe to ob- 


| ſerv e, that tho Bread is the Matter of the 


Sacrament, and conſequently neceſſary, yet 
the Kind of Bread is left at Liberty: Leaven- 
ed or Unleavened, as the Anſwerer agrees, 
is only an accidental. Circumſtance. We are 
obliged to make uſe of Bread; but as for 


the Quality of ;Leaven, we are no more 


tied to it, than we are to fetch Corn out 
of Paleſtine, or to make it in all reſpects of 
the ſame Condition in which twas eaten 


inſtituted Cup, it conſtitutes the Matter, 


and ſeems to enter the Eſſence. And an ä 
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be Learned Anfaveres proceeds to ſum 
up his Evidence upon this Subject: But 
Niring conſiderd what he has offet'd from 


Point to Point, I ſhall wave Repetition, and 
tedve the Argument witty the Reader. 53 


Abe next Article ſuggeſted to be reftor” d 
"2 by the Author of the Reaſons, &c. is Phaver 
taz the Dead: And for the Revival of this 
Practice, Antiquity and Univerſality are 
rel Ihe firſt Teſtimony is from 
errullian de Corona NAH. 
This Evidence the Learned Anfwverty en- 
deavours to ſet aſide, from ſeveral Comlide- 
rations, © . eu en dm 
| Becauſe he offers ng | * Sevipture 
Proof (1). Nay, Tartallien deelares, there 
is no 130 in Leer = it (m). But 
here we are to obſerye, that a little before 
this Paſſage, Tertullian mentions Baptiſm 
Wün Trine Immerſion, and renouncing the 
Devil and his Worſhip-i in the Church be- 
fore the Prieſt or Biſhop,” And afterwards, 
amongſt other unwritten Uſages, he rec- 


kons Praying for the Dead at the Eucha- | 


riſtick Sacrifice on the Anniverfary of their 
Deceaſe: And rhen comes in; © "If "yr 
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« demünd a Law in Scriptur re" for theſe 


as the no Law in Styipture, with referen 
to Baptiſm, can'r be apply d to that Sacra- 
meg, for that our Sieur has plainty com- 
manged ; tis only the appendant Cere- 

mores of Trine Inngerſion, & c. for which | 
Tegel fa ſays there ir no Lam in Scripture. 


Atid,” How 36 the Learned Anſeverer 


know, dut that t this Father's Meaning was 
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erllian mig Ut r rat 
+. * Rale 55 the Dead. t 


the = to the Subſtance; nd 
e 


entionin Names at the Euchas 


the 2 iverſary of their Death, and 


| jo er e :* That * | he might. chink we 


had'Sctipture Dire lon to pray for th 
tio! not precifely ü . chen na ! he, 
of their Death. e might Velten; that 


8. 1 the Dead, where he 


| 


1990 


aum &abj a} En bajuſwodi — ere | 


partum nullam invenies. 1bid. 
| exhorts 


. 
N. N to. make Swpplication 


exhorts f 
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oP Gaiam ( which is no 
ae gn the Maffer was not liy- 
ing: For in other FE ile "tis S. Paul's 
Cuſtom to ſalute the Mater diſtinctly from 
the reſt of the Family (Y. 


all! tis obcacd, 
that 18 was A 
| wrote the ſecond Epilic $0. 


Vino 8. 1 
Timot ** 
that our Tranſlation, 6 
not 1 5 19 pa 455 i as 
2 be turn d, when be mat at Rome, but 
bein - 1 4 5 To this it may be re- 
a this Criticiſm, With what has 
cen obſer d already, ; ſuppoſes Onefipho- 
zus either dead or at Rome. That he was 
not at Rome, when 8. Faid wrote his, Epi- 
file to Dmotly, may fairly be inferr'd. go 
his not ſending his Salutation: For if One- 
3 ſhores had been in the fame Place, with 
e Apoſtle, he would, we may reaſonably 


8 have 2 in h 
tens, 14 4 1 ah, if, —.— had 


Tim. i. 18. 1 
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been there, tis very unlikely his Falutation 


ſnould have been omitted: Fot, Oneſipborur 
was a Perſon of Diſtinction, and one to 


whom S. Paul was: particularly obliged; 


| And, that *twas the Apoſtle's Cuſtom ro 


reſided to the Perſons and Churches he wro! 
ta, is evident from ſeveral Inſtances, be- 


the; Services of ſo many Perſons named are 
ſent; in this Epiſtle (t), can we imagine 
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would have been — — 
To return: But 
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thought there was no Rule in Scripture for 
mentioning the Dead in the Prayers of the 
Church; it does not follow there was none, 
but only that he did not find it: But was 
it not poſſible for him to over-look this 
Matter ? If the Anſwerer believ'd Tertullian 
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Dead was not Tertullian's Invention : No, 
de had Tradition: for his Warrant. Tra- 
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ed the Point wholly upon Tradition, and 
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ſend the Civilities of the Chriſtians where he, 


ſides this Epiſtle to Timothy (s). And fince 


Oneſipborus s Salutation, S. Paul's benefi- 
cent Friend, and S. Timothy s Acquaintance, 


infallible, he would never take ſo much 


Upon the Courſe of the Argument the þ 
Learned Anſwerer grants, Praying for the - 


ditio tibi prætendetur a 
confirmatrit, & fides obſervatrix 
in the Anſwerer's Tranſlation runs thus: 


« Tradition is their Author, Cuſtöm' has 


* confirnd them, and Fairh obſerves 


them“ (.). Then, it ſeems. . 4. 


fos the Dead was © Point of Faleſh in t 


tullian's Opinion: And yet the Anſwerer 
' ſays nothing to diſprove him à Cath6lick; 


ix,  conſuetudo 
ri. Which 


when' he wrote this Book which afferts it! 
But then he immediately complains, That 
6 AI is'reſoly'd into bare Tradition; and 


he can't find our Saviour has referr'd us 


<. to Tradition, as a ſure Ground for im- 


<« poſing neceſſary Duties 


?2 (x). But if, as 


I have prov'd,'S: Paul, who had the Spirit 


of God, referrs to Tradition, does it nòt 4. 
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mount to the ſame thing? I deſre td 


know, whether tis not a neceſſa 


See bee 
believe the Scriptures Gods Word à ,, 
Anſwer muſt be, that it is: And then Ire- 


ply, that: we have no” ſure Ground to 8 


upon for this neceſſary Duty, but Tradition. 


And if Tradition is a good Foundation for 
ſo great a Superſtructure, why muſt ĩt be 
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4 ptimitiye is of great Uſe for eſtabliſhin 
e Duty, and ez 1 Scripture A 

- if this before us was d Al biete, 


he appears willing to d. grant it Kceſſaty, 
and Le (N. And now he ptocces 5 


to'enquire, whit ſort of Tradition Te- 


un Went upon: : T6 ſhew the Force of this 


"Father's Teſtimony, the Author of the Re. 
ſont, &. having fer. forth, «That Tertal- 
Jian fi ele ithin ls than a hundred 
Years after the Death of the Apoſtle 
1 8. John, inferr'd, that if Praying for the 
4 Dead was an _anitient Cuſtom in Tg- 
. rllidy's time; if it ſtocd upon. the 
Fot of Tra tio, and ran vp. beyond 
* che Memory an, Which way can it 


„ 


be deriv'd lower "than Apoſtolical ON 
$yeyance” : - aan 
Tolthis, his firſt Kaser! the” "rr ppos d 
miſt ken Traditions of - Papias and the 
1 is already diſproy'd ; and 
L. chall leave it.” Bur _ 
e He cat iſcover from Term: 


h, 
| — Pra er r the Dead Was an 


<« ancient Cyſtom, and paſt th the Memory 
f Man e e His Doariiie, continues 

the Anſewerer. is only that Tradition was 
Li Auer . Under Favour, his * 
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Bottom of Tradition, upon the Credit the 
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ctrine is more than that. He ſays; the Pra- 
ctice had Conſuetudo confirmatrix & Fides 
obſer vatrix. And what is the common No- 
tion of Cuſtom, but immemorial Uſage e 
And that this is Tertullian's Meaning, is 

lain from Fides obſervatrix, which fol- 
. That is, the Practice ſtands upon a 


preſent Generation gave to that before 
them. 1 This is the Senſe of Fides in this 


Place: And if Praying. for. the Dead was 


receiy d upon Faith and Traditionary Cre- 
dit, *twill folloty it ran up A the Me- 
mory of Man: For, if thoſe living in Ter- 
tullian's time had been old enough to diſ- 
cover the Beginning of this Practice, my 
would have been Eye-Witneſles, and need- 
ed not to have relied upon Credit and 
Conveyance... And that this Cuſtom could 
vouch, Apoſtolical Tradition, Tertullian 
lainly aſſerts, Mis Words are theſe: 
Where there is no written Rule for ge- 
< neral Practice, we ought. in reaſonabl 
Conſtruction to believe the Riſe from 
:- ſome Apoſtle or other ((). 


4 © 


The Learned Anſwerer is loth to; cone 


ol 
* 


into this Sentiment: Hie gueſſes, the Tra- 


OF, rr KP A. ps $73 
\ (6) Si legem nuſquam reperio, ſequitur ut Traditio 
confuetudini gune morem dederit, habiturum quandoque 


| Apoftoli auftoritatem ex interpretatione rationis. De 


-- 6d dition 


Taking this for grant 
Learned 


Silence upon this Head. He owns, we 


. 84 i , 8 
* . 


dition for Praying, for the Dead is not very 
old, for three wg for 2) A 8 


Iſt, Becauſe Tertullian is the firſt who 


takes Notice of ir: Whereas had it been 
F of ancient Standing, Multitudes of o- 


& thers muſt needs have known it as well 


as Tertullian. Tis true, and Multi- 
tudes did know it as well as Tertullian: 


For Tertullian mentions it as Part of the 


Publick Service, and a Practice of lon 


Standing in the Church, in the Catholi 
Church; for Tertullian was à Catholick 


ſome Years after this Diſcourſe was writ- 


ten. He reckons it with Trine Immer. 
fion, which S. Jerom (d) owns an Apoſtos 


ical Tradition: He appeals to it as an In- 


ſtance for the Argument he was upon, and 
to prove we are obliged to ſome Religious 
Uſages not mention d in Scripture, From 
hence we may ſafely conclude, the Pra- 
ctice was no Secret, but well known in 
Chriſtendom. #% 3 36TH ws N IS | 
Bur, Tertullian is the firſt Chriſtian Writer; 
who acquaints us with * for the Dead. 
at preſent, the 
Anſwerer ſeems to account for the 


deus not. many Civiſtian Authors remaining, 


— — — 


(c) No Reaſon, Kc. 5. 5 a 
(d) Aly. Lache 1 


0 * ” 
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(90) 


but 1 comet po ar with 
ertullian. And if fo. chow ean v expect, 
Tr All Patts of the Cixiftiat Wotſhipiand 


chis we y add, their Buſiſſeſs des nt 


ſeom to lead: chem this Way Their Sub- 


jea' Was A rhe 4 — of this Kind. 
vas either to" Pat ah 

Auch 10 Schln 10 Cebit Hereſy; and 
preſs ae to Us: Governors" öf tlie 
ds te confuten Paganiſm, and de. 
fend: their -own” Religion," And: im theſe 
their-Accoutit of Chriſtianity is 
genera :Theyidorrigo do a De. 


tai f Rites and Ceremdhics, nor report 
all che Hartieulzb g. ft Worſhüp i in the Cheri. 
Man. '@horehi” And: intel che Cafe ſtands 
— . H Wonder Payer for the Dend 


iran, Idi | Y 711 IU. 201111 


Az, I there Mui bo bo Wager p 


to Tertullian, who recommends 


rhe Bua it muſt be di the eher 
there! is note agrinlt in Even Bum 
cantented to yield this Pfctice ds 


d paſs unmeneion PAL many o- 
they 2 gf 4 | 


5 


as the Year 1. 38700 11 NEither does the Au“ 
ae ve ture r0 contradi@hiti? (F). Now; 
| 15 tis Cuſtom Aru bern ah ind 


ale 


— 


——— I A EI EAI . —— 1— 


— 
— 


(e) Des Sib lles, abr 2% n e 
Me £4 er gn ee EY 


Appli- 


Caftdhivſhoutt be hindlsd-by-therk 2-To 


. 


'orſhip, tis moſt Ikely 
ers who liv'd before Ter-" 
„ would ha ih cenfur'd it. The Im- 


e and Misbelief, the Dotages and. 
Saperſtition of 'Cerinthians and Gb. 
ſtitks,"of the Can A and' Mavcionites,* 
are deſcrib d and ſtigmatiz 'd os Treneus *" 2 
But: of this' Urra Innovat on, of this 
reed Singularity in Praying for the 
Ard, we hear nothing about it. And 
eh del and the 1 7 muſt 


allow this at he ; | 
_ gn or c nana 
he Learne s ſecon a. 

19ainſt” the ate of this Practice 1s, . 


*'Beciaſe We find wu of it, cept, 
« ig in ek, till frer the third Cen- 
« (tp 1-12 8 a Ne we find ſomes 
thing of it in the Apdſtolica / Con Mitten, h).. 
95 lay Ce 0 Ke ler 275 ON ; 
ihe N Reaſon, e attempt 9 

this Part gk! them interpolated. 
kun the” Author of, this Book, the. 
raed De 11 gives es him at the owelt”* 
Wege of the” hir ee 0955 But 25 


ict 28171 12 01 Batt 54 
— N N 12 { 1711 \ +44 ft % * 7 | . 
5 — 2. nnn ry 


Pier jr te : Co on END : . 


< EY AY 
dly. ould nothihg 
227 ick. till aſter the 


third Century; yet the rſewerer's imply'd 
Inference, that it mat not. well _ 


other Places, and ſpread through the reſt of | 


Chri ftendom, will not follow. To prove 
this, *twas requilite to aroduce ſame Autho- 
ritics to 72A this Cuſtom was not known 


nor practis d in the reſt of;Chriſtendom, till 


after the Period laſt mention'd. Tertullian, 
who wrote in the Beginning of the e third 
Century, ranges it among other Uſages 
ſpread far and wide 3 Church, ſuch 
2 Dipping thrice in Baptiſm, 
ſtanding on Sunday: 
the leaſt Hint of its being Peculiar to his 
own Country. S. Cyprian, who wrote in 
the middle o this Century, practis d frag 
or the Dead: This A. — Biſh 

eld Communion with Firmilian 7 5 Cappa- 


docia, with age ard of Alexandria, with | 


the Churches of Rome, Spain and Crawl, 
and was always regarded as a Catholick 
Prelate, was never tax d with Sin ngularity 


in this Matter. Pope Stephen, _ repri- 


mands him „ upon the Point of Re- 
baptization, has nothing to charge him 
. with upon this Head; and yet by the Ma- 
nage of the Controverſy, he does not ſeem 
diſpos'd to for 94 of S, prian s Miſ- 

. In ſh f the African * 


and Praying 
either does he giyc 


| 
, 
x 
| 
A 
n 


R 


had 


bad been. particular in Praying for the Dead, 
7 ibs Caliom hu been 40 or unpra- 
as by the reſt of Chriſtendom we may 
reaſonably, conclude, the Correſpondence 
19 855 not have been ſo cloſe, nor the U- 


ſage haye gone all along uncenſur d. 
Ibe Learned Anſwerer's third Reaſon, 
hy Prayer for the Dead was no ancient 
Practice in Tertullian's time, is becauſe he is 
inclin d to ſuſpect, Tertullian receiv'd this 


Tradition together with his Montaniſm. He 
is mclin'd to ſuſpect: That is, it may be, 


de has a Mind to ſuſpect: However, I can't 
but commend him for treading thus ten- 


derly. But, why is he thus inclined ? Be- 
cauſe Tertullian ſpeaks of this Uſage, not 
only in his Treatiſe de Corona, ſuppor'd to 
be written after be was a Montaniſt, but 
likewiſe in that de Monogamia 00 and that 
de Exhortatione Caſtitatis (), both which 
are certainly Montaniſtical (n). His Book 
de Corona Militis, ſays the Anſwerer, is ſup- 


pat d to be written after he became a Mon- 


taniſt. But Suppoſals and Proofs are two 
Things; and if the Proof had been ready, 
I queſtion not but we {ſhould have it. Be- 
tides, the Writer of Tertullian's Life in Ri- 
galtius's Edition aſſerts the contrary. He 


* 2 (10 Cap. 10. 0) Cap. 11. © 
ST (9 No Reaſon, &c. 5.57. n * 
ae La a es informs 


of the Holy Ghoſt, and chat he was h 


(94). 


\ jaforms us, Tertullian's Treatiſe de Corona 


was written A. D. 209, and that he did nor 


turn Montaniſt till two Years after; But 
ſuppoſing him a Momaniſt, we have no Rea- 
fon to ſuſpect, that when he went off from 
the Church, be leſt either common Senſe, 
or common Honeſty behind him. Now, 
if he had any Regard either to Conſcience 
or Reputation, he would not miſrepreſent 
Matters in fo groſs a Manner: He would 
not report that an ancient Practice, which 
he knew was otherwiſe, and which, if falſe, 
could be eaſily diſprov'd. I grant, his 

Books de Monogamia and de Exhortatione 
Caſtitatis, were written after he turn'd Mon- 
taniſt: But his recommending Prayer for 
the Dead in theſe Tracts, is no Proof that 
this Uſage had its Riſe from Montaniſm. 


Blondel, whom the Anſwerer cites for Au- 


thority, brings Prayer for the Dead as hi 
as A. D. 13 5 which 2 many Vears be 
fore Montanus appear d, and moſt likely 
before he was born. To this may be ad- 
ded, that the Montaniſtt were far tom be- 


* 


ing we in every Part of Belief and Pra- 
ey 


believ'd Montanus the Organ 


nour d with Revelations ſupplemental” to 
theNew Teftament : They preach'd up Di- 
vorces, refin'd on the Diſcipline of the 
Church, and impos'd new Rigours —.— 

2 


— — 2 


* 
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id 


this Paſſa 


9 (n) Enſeb. H. E. kb. 5. c. 18. Epiphan, Hereſ. 
| (9) No Nen, &c. f. 57. 


(75) 
otherwiſe; as to the main of their Creed, 


they were Orthodox enough. And beſides, 
Prayer for the Dead was never put in the 
Liſt of Montaniſtical Errors (u). 
The Learned Huſwoerer, to make his Con- 
jecture ſeem more probable, cites a Paſ- 
ſage from the Acts of S. Perpetua and S. Fe. 
licitats Martyrdom, where S. Perpetua is 
reported to have ſeen her deceas'd Brother 
Dinocrates in a Viſion, and to have reliev'd 


him by her Prayers in a. very unlikely 


Caſe (o). But here I deſire to know, _ 


this Relation is brought upon the Board 


Does the Author of the Reaſons, &c. cite 

g to juſtify Prayers for the Dead? 
Not at all. Does Tertullian mention it? 
Not in a Syllable. To what Purpoſe then 


ean the Narrative ſerve? To what Purpoſe, 


unleſs to miſlead the Engliſb Reader into a 


| Miſtake, that tis Part of Tertullian? And 


then, by making him the Author of a ri, 


diculous Story, to diſeredit his Teſtimony 


in other Matters ? I ſay, a ridiculous Story, 


for ſo the Anſwer reckotis ir. This, 1 


lay, is moſt likely to be the Effect of ſuch 
a Repreſentatiom in the Place where, tis 
made; tho I am unwilling to believe the 
Anſwerer deſign'd it. Tis true, Tertullian 


"= 


L 2 in 


(76) 
in his Book de Anima, commends Perpe- 
tua tor a Martyr of great Fortitude (p). 
But this Book was written A. D. 207. two 
Years before this Tract de Corona Militis, 
which makes him ſtill ſtand more clear 
from the Suſpicion of Montaniſm. I con- 
feſs, this is the firſt time I ever heard 
S. Perpetua charg d with Montaniſm. S. Au- 
guſtin mentions her and S. Felicitas with 
Advantage, and admires them for their 
Holy Reſolution (). And the Hef of 
their Martyrdom are look d on as Records 
of, Jed (9. no nlht aig 
But © this Story of Dinocrates has a ſtrong 
Air of viſionary Dreaming and wild En- 
_ * thuſiaſm (6). Now, tho' I hall: not 


concern myſelf about this Story, I cant 


help ſaying, that every Thing which may 
poſſibly look odd to the Anſwerer, was not 
thought vifionary by the ' Primitive Cbri- 
ſtiant. The Prophet foretold, that in be 
laſt Days; the Days of the Goſpel, God 
Sons, and Daughters fouls: propheſy, young 
Men ſhould: fee Viſions, and old Men dream 


Dreams (t). Now, this Prophecy became 


Baron. ad Xartyrolog. Roman. 
artyrum, &. Dod well. Diſſert. 
Cyprian. de Vifionibus. — het — — 2x —b . 
(s) Ne Reaſon, Sc. p. 3 9. FAGK (3) 
(t) Joel it. 28. AR ii. 17. Rn 

1 of Matter 
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(Mm ) 
Matter of Fact, not only in S. Peter's time; 
but . after the Death of all the Apo- 
ſtles. Jreneus reports this Effuſion of the 
225 common in the Age he wrote (u): 
ebius informs us, Attalus had the ſame 
. — (®) : And S. cyfrian, who liv'd 
after 8. Perpetua, mentions a. Biſnop of his 
ce thus dignified (v); and that 
bimſelfrivas not withour:Supernatural-Cor- | 
reſpondence, and Intelligence from Heaven: 
Now; Viſions have not always 4 common 
Appearance, as the Reader may learm from 
the Old Teſtament.” As the Communication 
is no human Talent; ſo the Scenes ate ſome- 
times particular. We ſhould be cautious 
therefore not to pronounce too faſt inſt 
the Credit of the Conveyance; and not 
reckon-every Singularity in Figure and Cir- 
cumſtance to Enthuſiaſm and Deluſion. I 


have now done with the Learned Anſwe- 


reris three Reaſons; which, with! great Ju- 
ſtice and Ingenuity, he ous to be no bets 
ehrten ſes (. Thy 

His laſt Remark u pon Tertullion. is, 
That where he: pleads Tradition in be- 
4 half of Prayers for the Dead, he men- 
8 ene other: Ulages ſanding upon ths 


. 


EY Euſeb. M. b. tb, 5. 2 | 
(w) Ibid. cap. 3. F 
(x) Cyprian. de Mortal. b 163. 

* Ne Reaſon, &c. p. 55. | 


442 ſame 
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. vereatial Gabe 2dly, Prayer 


Sy 


et large Foot 3 ſuch as Trine Immerſion in 
Baptiſm z not Kneeling from Eaſter to 
4 1 Signing hb with 


at going Abroad and 
« eh to the 


Milk and Honey 
We <©' Theſe, ſays the An- 
all el \ fame _ ; 

out for Rey 

e To tix] an 
wn to ot theſe 
== them all as ſoon 
then' the Reaſon why 
ifiſted on with Prayer 
Becauſe the Church 
ontinne ſome of theſe 
ayers for the Dead have 
5 d till the Sixteenth 

t here is a plain Diffe- 
abe wen, one 2 the other. 
; we ought to be 
he 'conſtane Direction of the 
She acted without 
ion, is far from _ 

4 

Dead is of greater Importance than the reſt : 


the firſt, and the Communion. of dum; not 
thoroughly anſwer'd without it. "No, 


8 


3 * — ws : 22 — _ * — 


© No Reeſe & f 66, 61. 


f. 3 5:2, &. oe 800 t 


this 


he can we i 
Supernatarel 2 


( 


this Conſideration is ſufficient fot Diſpes 
and 8 | ME 
The Anſwerer now proceeds to 

what he had ſaid upon Tertullian s Teſti- a. 
mony; but having Eds his Remarks, as 
I conceive 2 % have n no Occa- 
= to follow his Method 

ian's Teſtimony comes next, And 


1220 e Anſwerer thinks it not improbable, 


that this Learned Martyr © might be drawn 
* iy by Tertullian s Authority, and receive 
« et Cuſtom of Praying for the Dead, as 
an older and holier Practice than really 
it was (4). However, the Learned 
Anſwerer grants this Tradition was fixty 
Years old in Tertullian time. And by 
this Computation it reaches to f. D. 140. 
That is, to the time when Juſtin 
wrote, and within leſs than forty Years of 


the Deith of S. John. And can we ima» 


be e, the Chriſtians who liv'd ſo cloſe to 

e Apoſtles, who were ſo ambitious of Mar- 

rdom, ſo famous for the Chariſmata, for 
miraculous Effuſions of the Holy Spi- 
ine, the Church under ſo 
uidance ſhould be miſled 
into ſuperſtitious and unauthoriz'd Wor- 
ſhip? Whereas on the other _ iS. 0 


Wnt 


_ No dee, he "RY 7 


(8) 


was drawn in by the Strength of * Ter: 
ne 4s Character, and Tb tall receiy d it 


from Montanus, then S. Cyprian muſt come in 


for 2. Tineture of Montaniſm ; uhich is the 
firſt Rlemiſh of this Kind was ever thrown 
upon the Martyr's Memo 

SR Leatned Anſwerer 10; f in his Sen⸗ 
- timent, and grows unſteady : He ſecms wil- 
ling to diſengage S.Cyprian, and to make him 
ſtand off from Praying for the Dead. Hei is much 
of Chemnitius f Opinion ; He thinks, «© even 

the Paſſage relating to Victar (b ) means 


cc rather Returns of Gratitude and | Praiſe 


& for their good Examples, than Pr 7ers in 
& their Behalf (c). I am ſorry to 8 bes 
| drawn in by Chemnitius, againſt WA 

and unayoidable Conſtruckion of 


4 


rt of the Paſſage cited in the Reaſons, 8c. 


It ſtands thus : Non offeretur pro eo, nec 


Sacrificium pro Dormitione ius telebrarttur. 
That is Euchaviſtick Sacrifice ſhowld 
not be Mer d f for his Repoſe. And, does the 
Offering this 17 25 r the hap ppy Reſt of 


his Soul, ſignify no more. than eturhs 'of 


Praiſe for & good rrp wh ?” That Fear is 
thus emily offer'd for him, it without 
r done: in his Ad If 40 e n can 


. 
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ES (b) Cyprian x. Epiſt. Yo Edit. Oxon. 


(c) No Ce p. 63. 
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poſſibly be plainer than this, the next Wards 
Will — ſo. Nec Deprecatio ali 
Nomine ejus in Eccleſia frequentetur: And 
E no conſtant Prayers of. the Church be put 
for him. lo deprecatio nomine ejut no- 
thing but Thankſgiving for his Example? 
Has it: no Relation to his Condition and 
Intereſt 2 This, beſides notorious Miſtran- 
lation, isagdown-right Contradiction to the 
Deſian: For, how could 4 Thanks 
for Victor s good Example, when his Ex- 
ample was not good? When S. Cyprian 
ſays, the making Fauſftinus a Truſtce was 
an indefenſible Appointment, and drew a 
Prieſt from the eſs of his Character ? 
The leaving his Name out therefore at the 
Publick Serwice, was meant for a Puniſh- 
ment, as S. Cyprian plainly declares in this 
Epiſtle. Now, if Praying for the Deceas d 
did them no Good, the Qmiffion could do 
them no Harm; and why then ſhould it 
e made a Puniſhment in the preſent Cafe, 
and threatned to reſembling Practice? But 
if. recommending the Dead at the Eucha - 
riſt ick Nrayers was belicv'd a ſervieeable 
Ohe, as S. Cyprian plainly ſuppoſes it, then 
without Queſtion, he muſt conclude againſt 
che Anſwerer, that tis our Duty to 4 — 
him (d). But over and above, S. Cyprian 


„ r 


* 


3a 
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acquaints 


r 
acquaints us, that this per” upon a de- 
tras d Perſon who made a Prieſt Truſtee, 
was decreed by the Vote or Synodical Con- 
currence of ſeveral Biſhops ; and that the 
Sentence was Neceſlary and Religious (e). 
From hence it appears, that Prayer for the 
Dead was a general PraRice, and that S. Cy- 
þrian's Teſtimony is far from ſtanding Sin- 
gle in the Third Century. LEE 
The Learned Auſaverer engages what he 
calls the Second Claſs of Authorities : Theſe 
are the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, and ſeveral 
Writers of great' Note (f), moſt of which 
he has thought fir not to mention. As to 
che Conſiitutions, he ſays, tis not certain that 
they are elder than the Fourth Century. Not 
ta diſpute this Point, what follows? Why 
then he confeſſes: Prayers for the Dead came 
uno more general Uſe, and baue continued 
ever ſincs in a great Part of the World. He 
might have ſaid in all Chriſtendom, till after 
fome _ in the Sixteenth Ones . How- 
ever, jelds us the Fou entury: 
And, r. not the Church in a State of 


* 
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2 10 Ut Sacerdotum decretum, religioſe & nece 
faftum, ſervetur à nobis, Sc. Cypr. Ep. 1. edit. 0x08. 
() No Reaſon, &c. p. 64. — | 


Dilcring, 
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| Diſcerning, with falſe Tradition and wrong 


_ of the firſt Ager of Chriſtianity ? Was not 


ä—m— — — 


(83) 


Practice ? Were not the two firſt Gen 
Councils held in this Century ? And ſince 
we receive their Creed, why ſhould we ſus. 


ſpect them miſtaken in their Worſhip, eſpe- 
Aally confidering a Point of Belief is con» 


: 


cern d in ite 


E Ns Learned Anſwerer throws off the. 


athorities of S. Baſil's and S. Chryſoftom's 


- Liturgies, by injecting Sulpicions of their 


not being Genuine, This is done without 
taking Notice of what was offer d in their 
Vindication : That ſince theſe Paſſages 
in Diſpute agree with the unconteſted 


_ © Writings of thefe Fathers, we have no 
© Reaſon, to ſuſpect them of Interpola- 


< tion” (g). But, continues the Anſcbe- 
rer, « if theſe Liturgies were Genuine, and 
much Ancicnter than they are, they could 
not make that neceſſary, which was not 
© {o in the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity ” Y. 
He grants, Prayer for the Dead was us d 
ſixty Years before Tertullian, that is, in 
Tuſtin Martyr's time: And is not this one 


this done when 8. Polycarp. liv'd, who. was. 
S. John's Diſciple? And ſince 'twas fer 


in that Early and Supernaturally Enlightnet 


—— * | ME OE" * 


(0 Keuſens, &. 5. 23. (h) No Legen, Kc. p. 65. 
q © * 0 hay | | 
M 2 Age, 


(84) 
Age, what colourable Pretence is there to 
fi 


*rwas not a little Older, and tranſ- | 
9 from the Apoſtles e | 


ee But, ſays the Anſwerer, before Ta- 


< dition can be thought obliging, ir muſt 

c have Vincemius Lir * 

ce ons of ſemper, ubique, 

* muſt have been held always, every where, 
« and by all. And does not Tertullian 


report Ra for the Dead a general Pra- 


| Rice, and of Apoſtolical Tradition ? And 


has the Anſtwerer offer d an * thing to diſ- 

Incentius. 
requires? Has this Gentleman ſo much as 
one ſingle Teſtimony to ſhew a Diſlike of 
Prayer for the Dead, and that twas not 


prove its being condition 


 dlways and tvery where receiy d? He might 
be noted. Atrius for the Fourth Century ; 


hut 


Dead, Part of his Here | 

\ Befides the rk A "Wits 

tion © the Author of the Reaſon, &c. 

produc dS. 

wrought Miracles; the Gerz, 

Conſtantine the Great died 
The Teſtimonies 


who when 
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Qualificati- 
ab omnibus ; it 


parker Abrius's king 0 chis Office for the | 
eady men 
James, Biſhop of Ni chi, who: 
yd for his 


i Biſhop. 
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lan, of 8. Clayſoftom and S. Augilſtine, were 
lkewiſe alledg'd for the | Point to 
which he * have added others. Theſe 
were all Men of Fame and Diſtinction, and 
lid in the Fourth Century : They lit d 
within the Period of the four General Coun- 
cils, receiv'd by the Church of Exgland (x), 
and in an Age that was Orthodox and Un- 
ſtain'd. . Theſe Teſtimonies the Auſtnerer 
flides over: However, I deſire to ask him, 
whether be would bave rejected the Com- 
munion of the Church in the Reign of Can. 
flantine the Great, of S. Ambroſe, S. Cbry- 
ſoſtom, and 8. Auſtin ? It he ſays, Tes; he 
muſt have quitted the Catbolicł *Aﬀcmblics, 
and liv'd with Schiſmaticks, or by himſelf 1 
Bur if he would have communicated with 
theſe celebrated Fathers, if he would have 
united with the Orthodox of that Age, he 
muſt have join'd in Prayer for the Dead, be- 
cauſe this Office was Part of the Eucbari- 
ſtick Deyorions (1) and the Cuſtom, as 
S. Auguſtine declares, of the - Univerſal 
Church ON This Father s Prayer for his 
15 nica, rants: in the Reaſons, 
Oc. is very, tull aud p particular : He prays 
God to CE r all her Failings and 


— —— — — TT 
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e es c 
(* 1. Eliz. Go i. . , on | 
(1) Cyril. Catech., Myfiag 

in) De cufã prb mortuis g Lada, 


f „ett ww offences, 


( 0 


< Offences, and net to enter into jnagment 
c with Her ()). 
To this the fevers returns nothing, 
ercepting © thar Auguſtine living at the 
+, Jatter End of the Fourth Century, comes 
© tob late to be a competent Wit- 
<< nels (o). S. Auguſtine was a Man of 
| Learning and Penetration ; and, one would 
think, might know ſomething 'of the Pra- 
aice of the Church, as far as two hundred 
| Years before him. Blond, as the Anſwerer 
.- © obferves,grants” Prayin ng for "the Dead as por 2 
as the Toy 138. And 'tis ſtratige. 8. Aufin, 
whio:liv'd ＋ near the Riſe, ſhould not 
better Antiquaty a$rothis Matter. Beſides, 
S. Auſtin urges the Practice of the Univerſal 
Church, and believes it a good Authori- 
ty (Y. S. Jerom is of 8. Auguſtine's Judg- 
ment, and ſpeaks home to the Point : 
aſſerts'our Practice may be bound in Re- 
ligious Matters by general Uſage and A- 
greement, and that 2 *.. the Direction 
of an inſpir d Text. His Words are theſe: 
_ The” Scripture-Authority could not be 
< pleaded; thE*Confſent of all Chriſtendom 
— Would paſr fer an Equivalent to a Com- 


bi 
Ms — — — — 


* 


go roo 2 a — 
42 *. * 


(n) Confeſf. 1ib. 9. cc. 13. n 
(o) Ne Reaſon, &c. p. 58. 2 
De cyrh- pro metals le 6 
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% mand; for a great many Things are no 
4 leſs obſet d in the Church upon the Foot 
cc of Tradition, than if they were enjoin'd 
4 by an expreſs Law (4). His Aſſertion 
ſeems to 7 pon this Ground: That all 
the Apoſtles Directions are not written in 
the New Teſumem; that ſeveral Points re- 
lating to Government, Worſhip, and Cere- 
monies, were deliver'd by Word of Mouth 
mat theſe unwritten Regulations were care. 
fully obſarv'd, and ed down from ne 
Age to Another: And that for this Rea- 
ſon, the conſtant Uſage and general Pra. 
Rice of the e * 
To proceed: S, Auguſtine, in the Place 
haſt cited, * declares the Recommending 
the Dead made every where Part of the 
er prieſt's Devotion at the Holy Altar 
* | Now, thefe'Prayers were either unſervice- 
e able, or not: If they ſigniſied nothing, the 
- | Univerſal Church was guilty of a ſcanda- 
lous Impertinence (to fay no worſe) in ma- 
king them Part of Her moſt ſolemn Devo- 
tions: If they were ſerviceable, why ſhould 
they not be fill continy'? What Diſpepſa- 


0 1 
— 


( Rand Beriptorze authoriras non ſubeſſet, totius 
J Þ| orbis in bar parts "conſenſus, joftac ti obtineret· 

am & mos quæ per Traditionem in —_ obſer- 
vantur, authoritatem fibi ſcriptæ Legit uſurpaverunt. 
Hieran. adv. Luciferian. 0 Wen * 1 
thy. 


ennie (1 36519 7 5 
tion haye we at preſent to dilregard & ku: 
dab an Exam eh acl noni #3 
-. Thar Recommending the Dead to. God's 
Mercy, was a Practice amongſ} the Ferwr, ap- 
' pears, by an Inſtance in the ert (r), 
mention d by S. Auguſtine upon this Sub- 
> To this the Author of che 22 
, lubjoin d, hat “ tho che: Maccabrer 
the Canon,, vet the Au- 
eee to Matter of Fact, 
le . fs 
Lea Aae ode 
the e prayrdu for, had 
ed to 5 goa about 


. in the 
ſent 1 5 it 1 ang got 13 they a. 
12555 Miſcarriage — 9 —— 
and ſtepping aver es not 
55 
e taxes t 
the Maccabees er of $f Mer 
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his Sword, o pxgvent being talen 
1 . (9) | But e 
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der to take Notice, that this Hiſtorian is ci 
ted only for Matter of Fact. And does 
his being miſtaken in one Opinion deſtroy 
the Credit of his Narrative, and turn him 
into Romance ? Seneca and the Emperor 
Antoninus thought a Man might fairly 
diſpatch himſelf; and yet they were Men 
of Probity, and their Reports in other Calcy 
always reckon'd to deſerve our Belief... 

- 349; The Anſwerer objects this, © Rez 

- commendation in the Maccabees is not 

© ſaid to be 2 Cathplick Practice (10% 
That the Practice was Catholick, we have 
Reaſon to believe, becauſe there is not the 
leaſt Hint of its being Singular. And to 
corroborate this Inference, 'tis, Rill. the 
N of the Jews to pray for the Det | 

eas d (w). 

| 5 But Foſephus takes no Notice of this 
« Paſſage in — Maccabees ” (x),. That O- 
miſſion can prove nothing. Arrian and 0; 
Curtius wrote the Life of . Alexander the 
Great : Both theſe Hiſtorians mention ſez 
veral Things not reported by the other: 
Are therefore neither of them to be cre- 
dited e Negative Arguments are ſeldom 


] N erde as an he omits 
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(oh mh teen &c. 5. 675 
of Simoaville, ſz Laden de Le Ml de Modenes | 
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| ſeveral Things, as the Learned Anſwerer 
well knows ; and therefore his Silence can 
do no Service. . 09s OY 8 
The Learned Anſwerer having taken 
Leave of the Authorities, proceeds to exa- 
mine the Reaſons offer d for Recommend- 
ing the Dead in the Publick Service. And 
here, before I undertake a Reply, I muſt 
remiſe, that the Practice of the Univer- 
al Church is a Tufficient Reaſon, and ſuper- 
ſedes the Neceſſity of any other: However, 
the Author of the Reaſons, &c. ſuggeſted 
2 eee. 5 the Church 
might proba e ſuppos d to go upon. 
5 ſt e That the rel dere Dhnch 


& and the Reſurrection, being a State of 


& ĩmperfect Bliſs, the Church might be- 


& lieve her Prayers fof good People might 
« improve their Condition. To this the 
Anſoverer. returns, That had our Saviour 
and his Apoſtles thought ſo, tis not con- 
, ceivable, that they would have given no 
«© manner of Directions about this Sort of 
“ Prayers. But, how does it appear, they 
have given no ſuch Directions e S. 10 
aſſures us, our Lord did many. other things 
beſides thoſe which. are written (y). And, 
how can we know. but Inſtructions upon 
this Head might be ſome of them & And 


— 


3 * — 


(y) Jobs xxio 25. 
e as 


) 
as for the Apoſtles, I conceive tis pretty 
plain, S. Paul pray'd for Oneſiphorus when 
Deceas'd ; and if fo, his Precedent is a Di- 
re&ion, for he commands his Converts to 
be Followers of him as he was of Chriſt. Be- 
ſides; this Practice by the Anſwerers Con- 
ceſſion being ſo early receiv d, we may with 
Tertullian ſafely conclude it of Apoſtolical 
Tradition. 
The Author of the Reaſons, &c. ob- 
ſerv'd, *© Thar *tis likewiſe probable the 
* Ancients belicv'd, that when a Man was 
* regular and pious in the main, ſome 
* Faults might be paſs'd over by the Inter- 
* ceiſions of the Church, and ſome leſſer 
“ Failings not accounted for upon this 
Score. And this ſeems plainly to have 
been S. Auguſtine's Opinion, by the Man- 
ner of his Prayer for his Mother. But of 
this the Learned Anſwerer takes no No- 
A 9 
The Petition in the Litam, and the Prayer 
in the Burial Office, mention'd in the Rea- 
ons, &c. the Anſoverer thinks © will nei- 
ther of them hold for the Dead (z) : 
But if others conceive they do, why 
ſhould they, ſays be, be uncaſy for re- 
© ſtoring King Edward's firſt Lirurgy 2” 


) No Reſin, f. 0. 
A 1 N 2 5 To 


e 

To this Queſtion my firſt Anſwer. ſhall 
be borrow'd from himfelf. This Uneaſi- 
neſs then is, becauſe Prayer for the Dead is 
not ſo ſully and explicitly expreſs'd in the 
Places now cited of the preſent Liturgy, 
as in the firſt Reform'd one of King E4- 


ward. Now, in things of this Conſequence, 


the Senſe ſhould lie open and determin'd, 
and ſtand clear of Ambiguity : We ought 
to be ſure our Devotions reach the Mark, 
and come up to a Conformity with the An- 
cient Church. CIR 
2 ah, The Words - Militant here on 
Earth in the Communion Service, ſeem 
deſign'd on purpoſe to exclude the Dead, 
and confine the Church then pray'd for to 
the Living. If therefore the Litany and 
the Burial Office comprehend the De- 
' ceas'd, there is a plain Inconſiſtency in the 
preſent Common-Prayer Book. And. there- 
fore, to bring the Publick Service to a Uni- 
formity, and make one Part agree with the 
other, it may be fairly deſir' d, that the} 


* Militant here on Earth be omit 


za, Suppoſing the Dead are certain 
recommended in the Offices above-menti 
oned, yet unleſs the Words Militant, her! 


on Earth are ſtruck out, they can't hav: 


the Advantage of being remembred at thi 
Euchariſtick Sacrifice, Thus the Deve 
"2 wh - 2 t10! 
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tion for them not being join'd with the 
Memorial of Chriſt's Paſſion, with the Sym- 
: bols of his Body and Blood, muſt lofe the 
moſt valuable Recommendation, and a- 
bate of the Force and Prevalence, which 
might otherwiſe be expected. The Fa- 
NN 7bers already cited, lay a great Streſs upon 
| this Circumſtance : They ſuppoſe this Com- 
| - memorative Sacrifice the moſt efficacious 
| Means to propitiate God the Father, and 
5 22 the Bleſſings pray d for. And thus 
e Anſwerer may perceive, that upon the 
nfl beſt of the Suppoſition, we have not all the 
nll Subſtance, and therefore muſt be ſhort of 
d, Content. And here I muſt take Leave to 
to acquaint him, that tis by this time pretty 
d apparent, that Prayer for the Dead, all Cir- 
e- cumſtances conſider'd, is a neceſſary Part 
be of Devotion; and that our Principles and 
re · ¶ our Proofs ſufficiently warrant our Practice. 
| as. , lince the Anſwerer is pleas'd to charge 

| with making 4 Breach in the Church 
JS Chriſt (a), I — help requeſting his Re- 
wer AKA and that 2 would take Care 
this Imputation may not fall upon himſelf. 
For, has he prov'd Prayer for the Dead un- 
lawful 2 No, he does not ſo much as at- 
mares it. Suppoſe then we ſhould be mi- 
ſtaken in Peefing for _ Rs why 


—_ 4 


E No Rees Kc. h. 70. Due” 
won t 


ES 
won't this Learned Writer and the reſt of 
our Friends comply with our Weakneſs, 
rather than come to a Rupture for a Matter 
indifferent; and which, tho' we can't wave, 
they may practiſe without ſhocking their 
Conſcience ? Such Condeſcenſion as this, 
is, I rake it, S. Paul's Rule (60). 


The Argument drawn from the Catho- 


© lick Church and Communion of Saints in the 
Creed, is next undertaken by 
Anſoverer. And here he grants, the other 
World ought to be comprehended in the 
Notion of the Catholick Church; but then 
ſubjoins, © there are other Ways of hold- 
< ing Communion with the departed Saints 
< beſides Praying for them (c). But two 


of his Inſtances, vig. Praifing God for 


te their Holy Example, and a longing De- 
© fire to partake with them in tho 


ſites of Communion. I m 
for Socrates's Reſolution and Contempt of 
Death, without the Suppoſition of any Com- 


munion with him. And as for the Deſire 


of Partaking of their Happineſr, what is it 


but a good Wiſh for ourſelves ? A Man 


may defire a Partnerſhip in the Empire of 
 -Germany, and to live in the Palace too, and 
all without any preſent Correſpondence 


b) Rom. xiv. (e) No Rgeſon, &c. p. 71. 
| with 


the Learned 


Kh e glori- 
* ous Manſions, fall ſhort of the Requi- 
I may thank God 


2 — AE 


0 
with his Imperial Majeſty: The Author of 
the Reaſons, &c. lays it down for a Maxim, 
« That all Communion is deſign'd for Ad- 
& vantage, and ſuppoſes Intercourſe and 
* Exchange of Offices. And therefore, 
where nothing of this intervenes, the De- 
finition of Communion is wanting. But 
this the Anſwerer paſſes over. That the 
Saints pray for us, can't fairly be denied, 
unleſs we ſuppoſe them to have loſt their 
Charity by going to Paradiſe. Unleſs 
therefore we return a reciprocal Act of 
Friendſhip, the Correſpondence finks on 
our ſide. Our conſidering them as Fellow- 
Members 7 the Body, whereof Chriſt is the 
Head, and gi key for their Deli- 
verance from the Miſeries of this World, are 
Acts of unrelating, and, if I may ſay ſo, 
unſociable Benevolence, and fall ſhort of 
coming Home to the Party. Can we 
o through all Offices of Charity for the 
Thing, without Praying for them? How 
then, when this Circumſtance is wanting, 
can wg do it for the Dead? S. Paul ex- 
horts, that Prayers and Supplications ſhould 
be made for all Men (d): He did not think 
giving Thanks took in the whole Compaſs 
of Sociable Duty. And as for our. conſi- 
dering the Deceas'd- as Members of the 


. * 
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ie ths, that, unleſs we 
do Cp. for 


_ owning myſe 


them in our Prayers, the Intercourſe does 
not ſpread to the whole Va agen: of 
Friendſhip ;., the. Correſp ce is unre- 
ciprocal, lame, and languid : And, how can 
our Charity. be vigorous, 2nd our Commu- 
nion perſect, when we dont do our beſt to 
improve their Condition? 

The Author of the Reſon Kc. 1— con⸗ 


& ceid Prayers for the, Dead very. ſervice- 


tak | Bader ee . 
* <- pole: 8 ee but reed 
* to 2 — y, and exiſting, in a 
«& . rem Condition * And 1 fl 
Na 


the Learned Anſwerer, 11 Wi 
48 Ts a bis 19 — 


ces. of Cmmunion, I have 
ſtion, I muſt obſerve to him, that the lat- 


47 


Church, which is the only Place in our 


7 What does the 
fa Member of a Corpora- 
tion avail the Society, unleſs I endeavour 
to promote their 5 2 Thus, with re-- 
ference to the Dead, if we don't exert for 


ter End of the Prayer for che Catholick Ni 


Communion-Office, where the Deceagdare [© | 


mention'd ; this place, 1 fay, does not ne- 
* imply a State of Separation. The 
Senſe is ſomewhat. ambiguous and unre- 
-ſolv'd, K ſeems balanc d between two 


| contrary pies... We pray for Once — 7 


— — — 
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te tilow. thei good Examples, that we 
with them may be partakers af God's hea: 
veniy Kingdom. Partatert with them of 
God's: beaveniy Kingdom ; but when ? At 
the Reſurrection: For then tis our Bleſſed 
Saviour calls the Saints to inherit the Ring- 
dom prepar d for them (e). But where they 
are in the mean time, whether in a State 
of Inſenſibility or perception whether the 
Soul fleeps tl the Day of judgment or 
not, che ** er is fle, and pronounces 
nothing. t the Queſtion without de- 
ae Mk t not the Arabians, con- 
futed by 0 (), join in this Prayer 
without renouncing their Hetorodoxy ? If 
'tis reply'd, that in the Burial- Office tis 
plataly . expreſs d, that the Spirits of good 
People live with God, and that this is ſuf- 
ficient ' to declare the Church's Senſe, I 
grant it; but then muſt rejoin, that this 
Office comes up ſeldom, and is leſs fre- 
uented, and hacks can't prompt * 
ich, nor ſtrike the Memory fo often, 4 
Ji it had run clear in the Communion-Ser-,* 5 
res p . 
"But when! all thoſe who depart hence = 
with the Sign of Faith, are expreſly re- 
mmended e to God's Percy, © as . 14 
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in the Prayer for the State ol 
Chait's Church in the firſt Reform d Li- 
turgy z the Uſing this interceding Form a- 
ns the Notion of Immortality, and re- 
freſhes our Taue of unimbodied 95 irits: 
It puts us in mind, that the Soul os 
by itſelf, and that the Po wers of Thinki 
are not e 5 hat age 4 better Pan 
is vigorgnsvand & Tongs and that Pleaſure 
lugs ep in the Grave; that our Aſ- 
| ce may reach = Deceas'd, and that 
our Friends in the other World are capable 
of Improvement. All theſe Ends therefore, 
we may venture to ſay, are not ſo truly 
ſerv'd ly. the Anſwerer's Reſpect to. the 
Saints Memory, as by Praying for them (g). 
His Inſtances. of Communion are not ſo 
lively and awakening; they don't ſtrike wich 
* Force 5 the Imagination, nor open 
clear a Pro; peg, cor into Yak other World, 
Now, where ape is drawn to 
Advantage, the a ll be deeper 
engag'd ; where the Huſineſs beyond the 
Grave, where the Bing of ſeparate Spir 
is moſt affectingly inculcated, we ſhall: be 
farther diſpos d to good Belief, and bet- 
| — t e and 1. 


gl! 5 . , * 4 8 . | 4s . Ts 
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; 05 practis d in the Apoſtoli 


Univerſal Chur 


. 


x *Tis-argued in the Reaſons, &c. © That 


& ſince. Prayer for the Dead is no where 
*<.condemn'd in Scripture, the Authority 


tc 'of the Church appears a very good Rea- 


& ſon to ſettle a Perſuaſion of the Lawfuly 
© neſs of the Thing.“ To this the An» 
feverer returns a Queſtion, © By what 
© Church muſt it be done? It was not done 
& by the Church in chcApoſtolicalAge (b) ; 


& and tis not now: done by our own 
Church (i). As for the Church of 


England, | She no where commands, She 
no. where condemns Prayer for the Dead. 
heri for the Apeſtdlical Age, which is more 
10 che Point, tis plain from Tertullian 
twas then the Practice of the Church: And 
ayer. and above, did not S. Jabn die in 
e Second Century ? And don'tBlendel and 
e.-: Anſwerer confeſs this 1 7 2 began 
A,D. 138 2 And is nor this füll Evidence 
for the Apoſtolick Age ? Now, that a U- 
lage neither condemn'd, nor, as we have 
Realon to believe, unprecedei ba in Scri- 
6a 
la 


Pipe; pracis'd in the Apoſtolſeal Age, in 
the Ages of Miracles and Revelation 3 nor 
r in an Article of the Ceed; never 
centur'd inſignificant, unleſs by the Here- 


tick Aeris ; apps | 


ent the Cuſtom of th 
in S. Auguſtine's iime, and 


at OLD Sr xo 2 
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ch No Reaſon, &c, 5. 76. ) 1%. 


+ ſo 


(100) 

ſo continued till the Sixteenth Century: 
That a Uſage thus circumſtantiated to Ad- 
vantage, thus guarded by Preſcription and 
Authority, may be ſer aſide by a particu- 
lar Church, unpretending to ſupernatural 
Gifts, and ſo remote from the Riſe of Chri- 
Rtianity, is farther than I can diſcover. ©, 
The Learned Anſtverers laſt Effort en- 
deayours to wreſt S. Auguſtine's Maxim from 
us: That whatever is held by the Uni- 
* verſal Church, and always obſerv'd with- 
«© out being ſertled by any 7 Condiity De- 
ce ctee, is rightly y belicy'd an Apoſtolical 
* Tradition (H). This, ſays be, will 
e pe of no Uſe. in this Cale (J. Un- 
der Favour, why ſo? Let us take the Aut 
a little in Pieces. The Reaſoning fo 
thus : Pod univerſa tenet Eccleſia; 
. ever is held _by the Univerſe al Church. "A 
does not S. Auguſtine olives 1 Fog 
that 4 e for the Bead w was the prictice 
of the Uni verſal Church en)? And can 2 
be ſuppos d, all Chriſtendom of that 
would join in a Practice they thought 1 
or Infignificant ?' But, E twat ys 
_*"obſery'd,” can by no nieans” 'be=grant- 
we ed (9). Whey not? Does S. cee 


11 ulm 2h 111095 


"ty De e cones th wi k * B. 4515 
Ii OP: b . 76. * Ut Jen — 4 vie 
) De cura pro mortui — — 
| FE Lon 9. 5 


„ +8 72 


wee hy ther 


FE eker Litu ſtand thus in the Conſe- 
ther we beleech thee; and with chy 


5 


(101) 


give t the leaſt Hint, that Prayer for the Dead 
was not always practis d 2 Does he infi- 
nuate, the Univerſal Church had gone 


from "the preceding Ages, and brought a 
| Novelty into the'Euchariſtick Office © Far 


from it. Do any of the Ancients aſſert the 
Apoſtolical Age prior to this Cuſtom ? Do 


they tax it for 2 Singularity, and peculiar 


W a {mall Corner of Chriſtendom? 
at All. Is ir not ranged with thoſe 
55 which are 170 General, and of 
gh heſt Antiquity ? Was it ever ſet- 
Conil Decree? Not that 

* Conſequence will 

be, chat by 8. Jene s Rule, 'tis rightly 
believ'd un Apoſtolica! T. radition. ” And thus 


much for the e of Papers = the 


n 13116 3% 1 gc 


Abe third Paſſage IN in the Reg: 

e. to be reftor'd, is the Prayer for 
—— of the Holy Ghoſt upo n the Sa- 
tr, The Werde i in our firſt 


cxation Prayer: Prat us (D interciful Fa- 
pole 
d vduchlafe to bleſs and 
Gitts and Creatures of 


Bead and Aline, that 8 of the mp I 
us the Body and Blood y 
beloved Sn Jelus Chuſt. + 


Io 


A r WW, 
” 


(182) 


. diſcoueling ap this Article. the 
Learned An — tells us, © The Queſtion 
cc ig not 1ſt, Whether this be a go pt 
& tion, —_ reſpect either to the 

: or Intent. Nor 2dy, Whether if it — 
| nom in dhe Licur Y, it 2 a Lak 
7 2200 BE: ne Foyt Wea — 5 
ht not ſeaſon to 

gment ot 2 Ser ets 
* turgy, _ were to regularly 
«c 3 4 10 Theſe three Points — 
nothin of the Queſtion: T ; That is, he makes 
no ty to grant 155 good 1 
mat if was now in the Liturgy, - Rs 
| operly be us'd; and that it might 9 
fonably propos d to the judgment 755 Ar 
vocation; which plainly declares, tis 
ter In than Out. But after all this Length 


of Conceſſpn, the Queſtig hy of 1 
upon che Iapurrance and Nece 
it (p). And here we are t . 6 Ts 
the Queſtion i 1s not, whi | 

« Jike this Petition 407 d in 1 Hp 7 
“ for... every Body knows it is 055 | 
Nothing like it enjoin'd cl 9 
ſomewhat ſtrauge: Our Bleſſed = 
1 een IP Holy Fache ! 


« m 


| aid the Bread and the Cup; 


| 1 u N 


(103) 


.&@)0y nous 
aa, eGo (5). And does not Blefſing 
in the Scripture Language mean Prayj 


for a Bleſing ( )? And are not the Blel- 
{ings of God 2 Father convey d by the 
Holy Ghoſt e To Euchariſtze or Bleſs the 
Elements, is therefore in other Words to 
ray. for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt. 
el what our Saviour did, he command- 
ed his Diſciples to do. To proceed : Our 
Lord, the Apoſtle acquaints us, offer'd him- 
to God through the Eternal Spirit (u). 
This Oblation, as the Learned Mr. on 
prow d, was made, tho\ not fini 


„ at 
the laſtitution ↄf the Holy Euchariſt. Twas 


then that our Saviour actually offer d him. 
ſelf to God, under the Symbols of Bread 
broken, and Wine and Water poured oute 
Twas then he gave an Inſtance of the Ml. 


chigedeckian Prieſthood, by offering Bread 


nd a Cup: Twas Cow he declar'd his 


Body given, and his Blood ſbed. The 
Words in the Original are Ihe i, übe 
Participles of the Pre- 
ſent Tenſe: This in the Helleniſtick Lan- 
e is the moſt preciſe and determining 
ay of Speaking to b mackeks Time preſem, 
mw 3 — S. Paul amen in 


1 ** 
— — — — 


(s) Martb. wy Hat Iv. Lk. Xxii. r 
00 . (v) Heir. x. 34+ 


the 


LEY 


e 104) 
the Note of Time, and pointin 
Preſent, plainly ſhews our D Live was 7 
zn the actual Exerciſe of the Melchize- 
deckian Prieſthood, that his Sacrifice then 
commenc d, and chat he then begtireo offer 
himſelf ro God the Father through the Eter- 
aal Spirit (x) . Farther, S. Paul diſcourſing 
againſt praying in an "unknown Tongue, 
puts this Que ion: Eri sd clue, T6 
rvetunrτι "Elſe toben thou ſhalt bleſs with 
abe Spirit, bow ſhall be that occupieth the 
Room of the Unlearntd, ſay Amen at thy. 
giving of Thanks ? Ken u eh a i (y): 
This Place the Learned Hammond, agreea- 
bly to the Ancients, interprets upon the 
Holy Euchariſt. And what is Bleſſing with 
the Spiris, but praying for a Bleſſing to be 
convey d by the Spirit? And is all this no 
Scripture Evidence for the Þrvocation of tbe 
Holy Ghoſt? To this 1 may add, S. Pauls 
calliug che Sacramental Cup the Cup of Bleſ- 
fing (2), becauſe of the Prayer for a Bleſ- 
1 us d at the Conſecration. 
Abe Learned Anſwerer aſſerts, tha this 

Petition ir not ſo much ar pretended to be of 
 HApoftolical Authority (a). If the Epan- 
a &liſs ary Paul are Apoſtoli 


7 8 a * at F, 
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der he. Part I. p. $3, Ve. — 


1 
Cy) 1 Cor. xiv. 1 ., Amor. in : 
Ga) TON Eng. a r Wan Me ** 
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h 
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This Prayer for the Deſcent of the Hoh 
' Ghoſt upon the Eucbariſtick Elements, is pre- 


ſtcweret will allow theſe Records, I can't tell; 
but the Tranſlator of the Apoſtolical Fathers 


= &- 


MLA XX: 


Tir) 


1'Rope, I may have prov'd this Petition has 


Apoſtolical Authority. 


ferv'd in the Lirurgies of S. Fames,'S. ark, 
and S. Peter (b). What Authority the Au- 


4 


in his Learned Introductive Diſcourſe re- 


commends chem as valuable Remains. His 
Words are theſe: As for the Liturgies a- 


ee ſctibꝰd to 5. Peter, S. Mark, and S. Famer, 
E-there is not, 1 ſuppoſc, any Learned Man, 
* who believes them written by thoſe Holy 


Men, and fer forth in the Manner they 
care now publiſh'd. They were indeed 


*: the Ancient Licurgies of the three, if not 
©. of the four Patriarchal Churches, viz. the 
* Roman, (perhaps that of Antioch too) 
the Alexantrian;and Jeruſalem Churches, 
* firſt founded, or at leaſt govern'd by 
* S. Peter, S. Mark, and S. James. How- 


0 


ever, ſince it can hardly be doubted, but 


chat theſe Holy Apoſtles and Evangeliſts 


ad give ſome. Directions for the Admis 
<.niſtration of the Bleſſed Euchariſt in thoſe 


2 Churches, it may reaſonably be pre- 


. 
ny * 
rr [4 wed 4 4 1 
11 


„ä *— 


0 9 " 8 
n 141 7 : 


c Uitargia S. bt ex BibFoth. Patrum, tom 1 edit; 


Pariſ. p, 11. Liturg. S. Marci, ibid. p. 36. Liturg. S. Petri, 
ibid. p. 119. | PSY N =. 


HR E . = fum'd, 
| | 3 


(106) 

<* ſumꝰ d, that ſome. of thoſe Orders are Rill 
te remaining in thoſe Liturgies, which have 
< peen brouglit down to us under their 
* Names; and that thoſe Prayers wherein 
* they all agree (in Senſe at leaſt, if not in 
Words) were firſt preſcrib'd in the ſame, 
& or like Terms by thoſe Apoſtles and Evan- 
<«. geliſts” (c). Now, the Invocation-Prayers 
in the three Liturgies of S. Peter, S. James, 
and S. Mark, are exactly the ſame in 
Senſe (d). From whence, in the Opinion 
of this Learned Prelate, we may reafona- 
bly conclude them preſcrib'd by thoſe Apo- 
files and Ewangeliſts. O 

But, it ſeems, there is nothing offer'd 
in the Reaſons, &c. © to prove this Uſage 
ge older than the middle of the Third Cen- 
te tury” (e). Under Favour, I think there 
is more ofter'd than this comes to: I be- 
lieve the Reader will now perceive, that 


8 „* 3 | : 11 
. 4 ——_— LK n 


„Ehe Wake's Belau, of th Apoſtolic Fathers, 
e, &c. p. 102. „ 62. 90-905 TVS 
(d) TdTep emaexica]e, Nabe ta acyrdix] ara Xs, 
* uno nous rabra Td Jeg, e rab ru Thy av 
Svolar. Liturg. S. Petri. Ads yuiv js pol -m 
xopioe oot The ard udlnl ru lu 3 V- 
clay, Arad ngiv Tl xde d 0% 
ed. Liturg. S. Iacobl. Ear —— 73 
d pa d d dor, ira ar A yi40) = x; ein 
ai d& , &c. Liturg. S. Marci. And hs, rode way, 
our Seviour's mixing Water with the M ine, is expreſiy mention'd 
nn tbeſe Lhwgles, N e bf e TT 
(e) No Reaſon, &c. p. 79. 


* 4 


. 
the Teſtimonies cited from the Apoſtolical 
Conſiitutions, and from S. Cyril's Account of 
the Feruſalem-Liturgy, will reach beyond 
this Period. To give the Learned Anſwe- 
rer farther Satisfaction, I ſhall referr him to 
Juſtin Martyr's Apology, where he ac- 
quaints the Emperor, That the Bread 
es and Cup being bleſs'd or euchariſtiz'd 
* by Prayer, becomes the Body and Blood 
ce of our Saviour ” (f). And what is 
meant by being Bled or Euchariſtiz'd, 
has been explain'd already. | 

Len aut, who liv'd in the Second Cen- 
tary, ſhall come next : As Bread, ſays 
«he, the Produce of the Ground, is not 
4 common Bread, but the Euchariſt, after 
“ God has been call'd upon for a Bleſ- 
4 ſing, Oc.” (g) This Invocation, the moſt 
Learned Dr. Grabe informs us, procur'd the 
Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt (bh), 
_ Origen in his eighth Book . Celſus, 
and in his Commentary upon S. Matt hem, 
has two Paſſages to the ſame Senſe (i). 

And here the Learned Anſwerer may 
pleaſe to remember, that the Reaſont, &c. 


— 


Y Apol. 5. 162. edit. Step agg. 
(eg) Quemadmodum enim qui eſt à terra panis, poſt 
invoentionem Dei jam non communis panis cit, fed Eu» 
chariſtia, Oc. Iten. lib. 4. ch. 34- . 
(7) Lib. 8. p. 3 it. Cantab. In Matth. p. 259. 
0 N P 2 men · 


. 


(108) 


mention 'g 8. 800 Ps referring us to che Form 
of the Prayer of Invocation, as one Inſtance 
of unwritten Tradition ; which, in all rea- 
ſonable Conſtruction, muſt carry the Uſage 


Bnet, than the midale of the Third Cen- 
* 1 mig ght p produce 8. Gregory Nyſſen, and 
her Authorities for this Point; but I con- 
750 what has been ſaid, may be cnough 
r the, Reader. | 
Jo go on: The Author of the Reaſons, 
&c: confels'd himſelf © willing to believe 
ce the Force of the Invocation may be con- 
„ tain'd | 1 Implication in our preſent Of- 
ce fice”: From hence the Anſwerer inferrs, 
ce that nothing for Reſtoring i it can be plead- 
<< ed, but ooly Expedience“ (i) Bur this 
is concluding too taſt ; For Willingneſs to 
believe does not 00000 to Certainfy, and 
Satisfaction, which ought, to be had in ſuch 
momentous Caſes. Now, that there are 
Reds. for Doubt 775 9755 about this 
wplication in our preſent Office, is tod ap- 
218 | For our 1009 at the Tuche e 
Inſtitution Save Thanks, and. bleſſed the E- 
lements, Moyicae Kai wyapicyonc. But in 
our Prayer, the Prieſt pronoun- 


ces none of theſe Words, as from 3 
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of the Elements, tis order'd, 


| Rubrical Direction ſet after the The 7 
a Bread or Vine be a 


| comprehende 


without any preceding or following Pray... 
ers: But do the Words 4 


( 109 ) 

How then can- he be ſaid to Do This, and 
erform the Command deliver d to the 
Apoſtles n 
If tis re ply'd the Invocated Bleſſing lies 

couch'd in chez Words: Grant . we 

receiving theſe thy Creatures of Bread and 

Wine, according to thy Son our * 


Jeſus Chriſt's Holy Inſtitution, &c. may be 


Partakers of his moſi Bleſſed Body Blood, 

To this it. may be objected, that whatever 
PAP theſe [orcs may carry, they are 
not made neceſſary to Conlecration by the 
Church of Englands Rubrick. For in the 


t if the 
pent, be- 
have communicated, the Preeft. is to 
tonſecrate more, according to the Form le- 
fare. preſcrib d; beginning at [Our Saviour 
Chriſt in the fame Night, Oc. ] for the Bieſ- 
fing of the Bread, and at ¶ Like w iſe after 
Supper, 5 0 far the Bleſſing of the Cup. 
Thus the 0 Form is wholly, 

Fs in the Words of Inſtitution, 


of Inſtitution mean 
any. farther than a hare Narration? Than 


* N ed wit what was, donc by 
—— — — 


„A 00 Luk, Wii. 9. 1 | Oy: i. 24,25 
itt, 2 


bur 


Prieſt's ſayin 


CF 
our Saviour 2 And does the Recital of the 
Words of Inſtitution” imply the Perfor- 
mance of what the Inſtitution commands ? 
Does the Prieſt's ſaying, that Chriſt took 
Bread, bleſſed it, and brake it, and com- 
manded his Prieſts to do the ſame; does 
the Prieſt's ſpeaking theſe Words import 
his own Breaking and Bleſſing > Thoſe 
who drew up the preſent Form, ſeem ſome- 
What aware of this Difficulty. ' They or- 
der the Officiating Prieſt at his pronouncing 
| . Chriſt took Bread, to take the Patten into bis 

Hands ; and at the Words be brake it, the 
Marginal Rubrick directs him to break the 
Bread : But as to the Bleſſing Part, there 
is nothing more than a Recital of what was 
done by our Saviour, in theſe Words, And 
when be bad given Thanks. Now, if the 
Inſtitution is not fully obſerv'd by the 

„ Chrift took Bread and brake 
it, unleſs he 152 takes the Bread and breaks 
it; the Queſtion will return, whether tis 
ſuffcient for the Prieſt to ſay, that Chriſt 
Bleſſed and gave Thanks over the Bread, 
unleſs he does the ſame thing himſelf 3 


The Fourth Thing to be reſtor'd, is the 
. Oblatory Prayer, which in the firſt Reform'd 
Liturgy ſtands at the End of the Conſe- 
cration; but in our preſent Office is partly 
omitted, and partly tranſpos'd, and remov'd 
F | i to 


Fave") 


to the Poſt-Communion (m). This Prayer, 
in the Order in _ it 1900 50 oes upon 
4 


this Ground, that the Holy Euchariſt 2, 4 
roper Sacrifice ; ; and that, bor this Reaſon, 
it ought to be made before Receiving the 
Conſecrated Elements. The Learned An- 
ſwerer agrees with the Author of the Reg. 
ſons, &c. in the Notion of the Euchariſtick 
TN — thinks the ont . made de- 

enough in our preſent Liturgy (n). 

104 for 2 he brings . Opinion 9700 
Learned Mr. Johnſon in his Vade Mecum. 
But if the Vade Mecam was written by 
Mr. Johnſon, he has ſince alter'd his Sen- 
timent in both Parts of The Unhlood Sa- 
criſce. In his Prefatory Epiſtle to the firſt 
Part, & he doubts not, bur in the Primitive 
« Church, whatever Biſhop had oppos d 
8 ovideprav'd the Sacrifice, would imme- 
ec giately have been oblig'd to give place to 
L an Orthodox Sueceſſor. And if any 
© ſiagle Biſhop, with the Generality of his 

* Clergy and Laity, had agreed together 
© ro maim or deface-the Chriſtian Sacri- 
te fice,/and ſtood in Defiance of their neigh- 
0 e Biſnops and Synods; yet any 
r Clergyman or Layman, who 

© ow W e n els on, 


8 * * 


m) tbe oY 
7 No ede def. 3 


cc 7 
might 


E 


miglr have denen 'd into another Dio- 
| 55 19 the Sacrifice. was retain di in 
1 de Purity and Splendor; But, tis 
ut that nothing ot this Sort is now 
raQicable in this National Church: And 
l e ſuch Prieſts and pious diſ- 
2 Laymen, as are convinc d of the 
4 Truch and Neceſſity of the Primitive Sa- 
8 and io not think. the Publick 
« P avition is ſuffi 2 4. — What then 
" SER den. They are to la- 
of 10 irh _—_ 10 God, and with 
15 oa ions and Arguments to, Mev, for 
of the.; Perfect Reſtitutiqn of the $acxifi- 
| 9 Oblatpry Part of the Chriſtian. Li- 
3 87 (%. Let us hear bim a little 
5 zin his Track upon this Subject. 
Ati Ns, Fl Res! © having. exhorted every 
< pions; wel inſtructed, Chriſtian,. to 
| 7 pra wy Ado King Hezetiab; The 
4 FR, for every 
ects itſelf to ſeek the Lord 


> Ft do 

Cad 2h their Fathers, tv" not according 

* 7 to the Purity of abe Sacrament, or Hoh 
Iaſtituim (p): After this, at a little 

Diltncs, he. repeats his Exhortation thus: 

a Lan On deſire the Prayers of all my 

Readers, that ara ani d of this great 


. — OO 


ee 


78 Presa. E 
(p) Vnbloodg te Wi 11. p. 95 


aun r f had Fur, 


IWF —- 
* Truth, chat che Euchariſt was by Cliriſt 
cc inſtituted to be the continual Sierifice of 


* his Church, that God in his Goodneſs 


* would diſpoſe the Hearts of all Govers 
* nors of his People to reſtore the Uſe and 
e Practice of the Chriſtian Obldtivn, &. 
Now, after all this Length of Declarati 
can any one ima 75 

vine believ d the Publick Provifion for the 
Fnchariſtick Sacrifice hs er and Un- 
maim'd ? Or, that our Conſecration-Prayer; 
and the Words uſed by the Prieff 4'the Ad. 


wee And ſinee, as has been obſerv'd; 
: theſe Books were A by him 
no ſmall time after the Vad 
muſt be reputed his Laſt Vill; they mu 
revoke all priof Aﬀertions, which contra- 
dic chem. 
The Learned Anſtworty, to prove the Eus 
Urenels of the Oblatory Proviſion, tells us 
the Church of England never celebrates this 
Without both preceding and ſubs 
ſequem Prayers (t). Now, thett are but 
two. Prayers privr to the Diſtriþution of 


the Blements, in-which the Oblatory 7 7 e 


to the Diſtributiot; becauſe 


of che e dec. has s_prov' La | 


0 No Ke on, Kc. wa ELL | . 
n a - 590 a8 


— 


8 ” 


ine his Learned Dia 


mini ſtration (q), were Sahle fo this Pars 


"> £ 
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(14) 


| A ought to go befere the Eating, neither 
| 2 8 Anſwerer object any thing in Con- 


tradiction to this Point. The Matter be- 


ing thus far agreed, we muſt enquire into 


the Contents of theſe two Prayers. The 
firſt is the Prayer for the "Whole State of 
Chriſt's Church: And here the Prieſt be- 
ſeeches God to accept our Alms and Obla⸗ 
tions. But this Petition won't reach what 
the Anſwerer ſuggeſts. This Oblation means 


no more than the Offering the unconſecra- 
ted Bread and Wine to God, in Acknow- 


ledgment of his Sovereignty and Goodneſs : 
But the Euchariſticł Qblation. is the Offering 


the Conſecrated Elements, the Sacramental 


Body and Blood of our Saviour, in Memory 


of his Sacrifice and Paſſion. 


We muſt therefore apply to the Prayer 
of Conſecration, and examine the.moſt pro- 
miſing Paſſage. Tis this: 'Almighty God, 
who didſt give thine only Son Jeſus C hꝛiſt 
to ſuffer Death upon the Croſs, — who 
made there (by his own Oblation of Himſelf 


.once offered) a full, perfect, and ſufficient 


Sacrifice, Oblation, and Satisfaction to the 


Sins of the whale Mond; and did inſtitute, 


and in his poly Soſpel command us ta 
continue a perpetual Memqozy ok that his 


pPiecious Death, untſli his Coming again. 


ut this, as was before obſerv'd, with re- 


' my to the Invocation, ſeems only addreſ- 


g God Almighty, with a Recital of our 
Is 2 Saviour's 


- * 


(ng) 


Saviour s@ncritorious Ar and what he 
0 


did and commanded to be done at his laſt 
Supper. But repeating and executing a 
Command are different Things ; and how 
the laſt is imply'd in the former, is not caſy 
to diſcover, After this Diſappointment, 

we mult have recourſe to the Words of In- 
ſtitution. And here tis ſuppos'd the Obla- 
tion may by Implication be contain'd. But 
to this it is return'd; 1ſt, That the Men- 
tion of the Oblation, and the Words of In- 
ſtitution, are different and diſtant Parts in 
the Conſecration Prayer; and how then 
can the latter, thus different and disjoin'd, 

operate upon the other 3 2dly, We are to 


- conſider; tis the Repreſentative Body and 


Blood of Chriſt, in the Symbols of Bread 
and mixt Wine: which conſtitutes the Eu- 
chariſtick Sacrifice, But the Bread and Cup 
are not ſuppos'd the Repreſentative Bod 
and Blood of Chriſt, till the Words of In- 
ſtitution are ober. How then can the Pro- 
nouncing thoſe Waxds imply an Oblation of 
that Bod and Blood. which 1 is nat Repre- 
ſentatively there, till Al choſe Words are all 
pronounced? 1 might proceed farther ; but 
enough af this unacceptable Subſet. . _ 
In ſhort +. I am willing to believe the 
Beſt touching the preſent Form, 'when pro 


nounc'd by an authoriz d Adminiſtrator: 


The Words of Inſtitutioun ce werful 
. 


| 
| 


dout theſe Matters, this Reaſoning will not I 
ſo Prudence provides againſt the Worſt, 


_ - rranſp poling the Oflatary Prayer to the Poſt- 
N is net caſy to determine: And that they 


1 muſt diſagree Wah i is aying th 
E Expedienc (5 W for 7 15 


6). 


Worth. the Ener of them w gut * 
iS great, when deliv er d by thoſFyho have 
a ( commiſſion.” "And 8 Biſadvan- 
tages they may otherwiſe lie under, I hope 
the Mexciful God has over-look'd 3 
15 that Integrity and pious Diſpoſition 
have aton'd for Miſperſuaſion. But 
thele are * Excuſes for involuntary Ig- 
norance ; When we are better inform d a- 


bold. And thus, as Charity hos the Beſt, 


And tho the Author of the . Reaſons, &c. 
" 8 willing to believe the Force of vo 
. Invocation = be _imply'd in our 
7 Office; yet, beſides the Rea 7 
be gives for 15 the Form of the firſt 
Liturgy, be added, that this Im- 
Pacht, 2 ſt, is but dark, remote, and 
a be how, far this, together with 


ee gg boy far hee undeſirable 
Circumſtances may work to Diſadvantage, 


do not maim the Forte, and abare the Be- 
nefit of the Holy 10 0 is more than 
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either in Form or explicit E 


| cc) -No Keaſor, Kc. 5. 80, 81. 


the Juvocating and Oblatom Prayers: On 
the contrary, where Things of this vaſt Ime 
portance are in the Queſtion, where Salva» 


tion is ſo nearly concern'd, we ought not 
ncer- 


to rely upon diſtant Collection and r. 
tainty, not to reſt contented with glime 
mering Hopes and unaffecting Obſcurity, 
but preſs for the plaineſt Proof, and pra- 
ctiſe with the moſt ſolemn Perſpicuity. For, 
can we be too ſuxe we are ſafe in a Caſe 
of this Nature? And, ought not the be 

Provifion be made, where Advantage and 
Lols ran higheſt? We think therefore, there 
is a Neceſſity far Reſtoring - theſe Articles, 


becauſe, there is a Neceſſity for being ſe» 
cure: And therefore, as the Learned Au- 
werer inferrs, upon this Suppoſition we 

muſt diſcharge aur Duty, and leave tha 
Event to God's All-wile Providence (t). 
But this Caution, it ſcems, is likely © to 
© pave a Way for ſeveral injudiciousPerſons, 
of more Zeal than true Underſtanding, 
© to go over to the Church of Rane! (u]. 
Well; Then theſe People, thus liable to 
be miſled, are confeſs d to be injudicious, 
hot, and unfurniſtid with Underſtanding, 
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Why then don't theſe, Gentlemen endesa: 


vour to diſentangle their Heads, and un- 
deceive them? Do they indeed believe the 
Worſhip of the Primitive Chriſtians and 
chat of the Modern Church of Rome the 
fame? And that the Fathers and Councils 
of the firſt Four or Five Centuries were 


© Popiſhly affected? If this is not their Opi- 


nion, why don't they make uſe of Oppor- 


tunity to rectify theſe Miſtakes, and reſcue 


the Deladed from their Ignorance ?' I am 
afraid ſowe of the Anſwerers Sentiment 


have taken a contrary Courſe, and made it 


rather their Biiſineſs to fortify the Milper- 


fuafion, New this, I take it, is much more 
Iikely 10 pave the Way to Popery: For if 
Popery and” 5 60 57 Chriſtianity have ſo 
fair a Reſemiblance, is not this a ſpecious 


Motive; to turn Roman Carholick e For, 
without doubt, that which. Was carlieſt in 
our Religion, is moſt Orthodox and Un- 


exceptionable. Chriſtianity was full grown 


ar filr; Tus bor mitite, and never lay 


in the, State of the Cradle, However, 


when People “ are frighted into an Ap- 


& prehenſion chat they ate not ſafe where 


ce they are, they will be in Danger of go- 


. 6 ing off to the Church of Rome (W). I 
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hope not, when they are told they may be 


fate elſewhere ; and much more ſo, than 
by turning Roman Catholicks. I thought 
the kceping cloſe to Primitive Uſage and 
Belief, had remov'd the Paprſis moſt plau- 
ſible Objections, and been the beſt Defence 
of the Reformation. But, after all, the Fear 
of Poper is a powerful Mormo: Nothing in 
Demonſtration is like it! It works ſtrange- 
ly upon the Imagination, and ſets us above 
de Resch of Argument. The Operation 
has ſometimes more Strength than Friend. 
lineſs in it: This Engine has once been 
us' d to play Rebellion upon Ignorance: 
Thus it happen'd A. D. 1641. *Twas like 
daring of Larks with a Hobby, to throw 
the Net over them. Twas found a 00d 
Expedient to drive People from Senſe an 
Conſcience, to blind their Eyes, and blaſt 
their Underſtandings. I deſire therefore, 
theſe Friends of ours would recollect tem- 
ſelves, change their Battery (if they muſt 
go on) and attack no more at this Dar- ; 
ten eee * RR 

- But to every Thing, the Wiſe Man ſays, 
there it a Seaſon" (x): And this, the An- 
ſcnerer hints, does not now preſent for ſuch. 
Alterations (y). But under Favour, ſome 
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Ferie kr. And what 


4 20 ) . 
th * S. Timotby's Preaching, 


muſt 
an Seaſon, and out of Seaſ # (2); 
8 i a any png of ſuch Conſequence can be 
anſeaſonable, Some Affairs won't 
8 for ſtated Forms aud cuſtomary — 
Where Intereſt and Hazard go deep, and 
ſpeak Aloud, the earlieſt Time is the beſt. 
an we be too ſolicitous in providing for 
Security, in recovering the Old Path, and 
returning to the pureſt Ages of Chriſtia- 
nity 2 Can we move too faſt: for ſo 'preſ- 
ling a Concern, for the Force of the Sucra. 
7 mens, and the beſt en to Hea- 
; | þ 
T0 ſum up the Whole in a Word ot 
N two : For the two firſt Articles we have 
the concurrent Teſtimonies of the Farber;, 
igheſt in Time, and unexceptionable in 
| acter: We have Scripture i reted 
by the Ancient Church, pradtis'd in the firſt 
| Fo ati and for the Mira the Drerces 
of Comnncils over and above, Antall*this 
Countenance and Confent without Con- 
tradiction, without Oppoſition from a ſin- 
gle Hand in thoſe A Ages unleſs from He- 
s the Learned An- 
ſcwerer to alledge againſt all chis Evidence? 
hat . 5 has he to put into 
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imitire Martyrs, agai 2 
3 def «Revellti6n,” and, 1 fad; mol 
35 againſt the Aryvies of. tb | 


_ GOD. And hen Force 0. thus 9 5 


equal, ſhall jeaweithe Reader to 
Fut Ttue che . 
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